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Since none of the local Solicitors are taking
action, it seems to me quite wrong that the Law
Society will make no comment on- the grounds that
one of the Solicitors mentioned in the magazine
might at some time in the future respond. .

I feel I must press this matter for if there is no
Justice in Mrs Reid's allegations, then I want the
matbter made ci»a'g; apnd if there is substance in her
allegations, the matter should he brought into the
open and deailt with.

"B

11th, Jamary, 1984,

(WHY HAS TH&; LAW SOL,;L £ S!LENCE—'D AN fﬁP)

"hegal Mafiz in Action®

“Behind Closed Doors now asks why Mr, Brandon.-
Bravo M.P, has not purseud Ms. Reids case as
he stated in his letter zbove dzted the 11th
Jamvary, 1984, or is he like other M,P's to
scared to speak against the Legal Mafia as
it's now over 12 months since his revelations =
revealed in the above letter that the matter
should be brought out into the open and dealt
with, Any one who would like %o know the facts
about this case should ring the person named Comes. the. moment to decide
heres~ J, Stevenson, Legal Dept. S.T.VW.ds HQ, Between good and evil,
Abelson House, 2297 Coventry Road, Sheldom, Truth and falsehood.

T N true?

In the life of every man and nation,




"One Flew Over The Cuckoos Hest®

The above caption has been the centrepiece on the front page of "Behind Closed
Doors" for the past 5 years, and many people have queried its significance, not
all have understood it, its meaning is in its parity with the Nottingham Legal
Establishment, i.e, & cuckoos nest has never been found, as the bird never builds
one, on the same token when dealing with Nottinghsms legel Bagles, one finds that
Trath and Justice seems to have passed inte the world of illusion and like the
Cuckoos nest is rarer te find.

The case centres on "Gregsons" Solieitors of 84 Derby Road, Nottingham, as
they were Ms. Reids Solicitors whom she had on legal Aid in what must be considered
a solid and air tight Divorce case regarding the husbands admitted aduliery amnd
cruelty, and desertion after nearly 30 yeaws of marriage, yet through what can only
be described as Criminal Negligence on the part of her Solicitors in failing io get
2 meintainence order, and in allowing the husbands debits to be transfered into her
name by Sewern Trent Water Authority, Ms. Reid and her two children was forced to
live on £32 a week from November 1981 to October 1983, while the husband took trips
to America with hig girl friend,

The two letiers Ms. Reids Solicitor, a Mrs. Coodall sent to the husbands
Solicitor Mr. John S Hodgson, one dated the 2-6-82, the other dated the 1-9-82 shows
that she was fully awere of the faect that responsibility for the Rates lay with the
husband until the Divorce was made Absolute, yet Gregsons stood by while the debts
were transfered to Ms., Reids name by Severn Trent Water Authority on the instigation
of Mr, John S Hodgson knowing full well that it was Criminal Negligence on their
pert, and also the Birmingham County Court Registrar Mr. Burnie, who ammended the
Summons on the Application made by Mr, Bridle of Severn Trent Water Authority was
guilty of Criminal Intent, yet no action has been taken agzinst them,

When "Behind Closed Doors" first published Ms, Reids story and exposed people
like John S Hodgson, Mrs. Goodall, Susan Gregson-Murray, and the unethical conduct
of the Registrars of Birmingham and Nottinghsm County Courts, Burnie of Birmingham
and Hibbert, Hotter, Enzer, and Cochrane of Nottingham, John Hodgson paniced and
wrote to the Attorney General to seek an injunction to stop "Behind Closed Doors”
exposing the truth, the Attorney General ordered an investigation by members of the
Nottinghem C.I.D., yet the first person to suffer was Ms, Beid, the C.I.D. went to
her home with Bugs to record the conversation and even dragged her into the Station
for questioning, it was there they produced the Bug and played her own words back to
her, they then accused her of writing "Behind Closed Doors", Ms. Reid reminded them
that she came to Nottingham in Avgust 1980, and that "Behind Closed Doors" had been
in existence sinee 1979. They also got John Boyd, the Editor of "BCD" ocut of bed at
8a.m, the next morning end held him for 4 hours of interragation on the 19th July'84,
this was not the first time Mr. Boyd had been roped in over the case, but accusing
Ms. Reid vhile at the same time hendiing Solicitors like Hodgson and Susan Gregson—
Murray like Royaelty mekes one wonder at the pewers of the lLegal Establishment has
even when Solicitors are involved in Criminal fctivities and it involves the Police.

Ms. Reid is now awaiting a reply from tie Chief Constable of Nottingham to
her Solicitors letter to him dated the 1st Feb. 1985, am investigation has been going
on for some time into this case by the C.I.D., but seems to be getting no where, so
her Solicitor wrote to them for am explanation about the delay, one thing is sure,this
case will not lie fallow until the Law Soeciely wnd ite carpetbaggers in ﬁot‘cin@%ﬁs are
exposed for what they are, they are running a Lo:gal system which has long lost its
cloak of respectability and is today run by 2 ".'ratermity of Shylocks" who under the
cloak of Truth and Justice have done for Britisl: Justice what their counterparts
"Batman and Robin" done for it ir America, made it a farce, for under the umbrella
of Authority, the Law Society uncer the guise o° being Democratic must run parr with
the Mafia in its manipulation of Truth and Just: ce.

*Behind Closed Doors, is not allied to any Pol: tical Party, Institution, neither
endorses any such. like Organisations, we are self-supporting, but may accept
donations to cover the cost of printing.

Contacts~ "Campaign Justice for Vomen", cjc 3 Ja, Shakespeare Street, Nottinghame
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I6 Copy of Seizure of Goods Notice with "Behind Closed Doors" comment at the
top of the page.

I7T An amazing turnabout by S.T.W.A. in the issuing of ar overdue account mot—
lce dated I6~5-83 in Ve.Southems name, yet the summons was still in Ms.Reids
name, this can only be seen as panic on the part of S.T.Wold., 28 they knmew
they were guilty of perverting the course of justices

I8 short letter from Nottingham County Court to Ms. Reid dated 6-6-83 in reply
to her asking for an explanation for the transfer of the summons. "Behind
Closed Doors™ comment at top of this page. ,

I9 Summons issued by Nottingham Magistirates Court dated I3-7-83 om behalf of
the City Treasury for rate arrears of two previous years, it was semt to
Mse Reid yet it was in her married name of Mrs. Southam, and cam only be
Seen as a deliberate atfempt by the City Treasury to force her to pay her
husbands hills,

20 Letter from the City Treasury to Ms. Reid dated 26-7-83 in which he states
the summons had beem withdrawn and the rTecords ammended, yet there was no
apclogy for the paniec caused in ¥Mrs. Reids home when she received the sum-~
mons, yet Sheldon states that the summons was semt om the adviee of her
husband who wrote to Sheldom earlier that year, it agaim proves that even
in the world of a buffoom like Sheldom, 2 woman is a second class eitizem.

21 Letter to Mr. Sheldom City Treasury from Ms. Reids hushand dated T=2=~83 this
is the letter whieh Sheldom mentioned in his letter to Ms. Reid dated 26mT =
83, it again prowves that in the eyes of peovle like Sheldom omly the husbands
word is takem for Ms. Reid was mot told of the chamge of rate arrears umtil
she received the summons.

ragraph headed "Rate Obligation”
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22 Page taken from !'Fanily Low!
t states very clearly that the Hu
Decree Absolute of divorce. Yet,
and Bridle of the Severn Trent Wat
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nt would look to ls. Reid for re-—
-iny; he conveniently forgets that

» b at his client would meet with the
rates until the DJecree Absclut t Hodgson foils to realise, is that to
be a good Liar one must have a good memory: not a Convenient one. Hodgson,
who is also a "Barrister" in his own right, is guilty of Gross "Professional
lisconduct" in his handling of this case, as is. Reid's solicitors'~ GRECSONS,
vere merely Pawns when dealing with a Vulture like UHodgson, as in His capac-
ity he kmew all ~bout Family Law, including Divorce.

24f25 Fhen [Is Reid was at home in Scotland in December 1933, she went to = well
mown Glasgow solicitor to obtain advise over the difficulties she was ex—
periencing in her divorce case. The letter dated 29.12.33 is the reply. As
cen be seen in this letter, the solicitor - after perusing the corresnondance
and documents relating to her case, 2dvise? her that heronly course of cction
was to take -~ case tgpinst her solicitors - GREGSONS of 84 Derby R4, Nottingham.
He also sugsested that she should write to the "Professional Purposes" Dent.
of the Law Society in London, which she had clrezdy done to no avail, zs
subseouent letters have shown.

POT‘O.
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Mr. Hodgsons letter to Ms. Reids Solicitors "Gregsons" dated the 7-I-32, in
which he states he had taken his elients instructions, ané his own comment

on page 2 para. B, that his client would meet with the rates until the Divorcs,
yet as subsequent letters will show that with Mr. Hodgson self-contradiection

”is the order of“the dayo
Summons dated I0-3-82 issued by Nottingham City Treasury against Mr. V. Southam

Mrs. Reids husband for rates whieh she passed en to her Solieitor "Gregsous®.

Personal letter dated IT-5-82 sent to Ms. Reids Solieitor by her husband in
which he states he told the Bailiffs who had ¢alled to his office that he was
responsible for the rates until the Divorce was Absolute, this letter amd the
one above dated 7-I-82 from his Solicitor shows that the Summons Ammemded to
Ms. Reiéds name sould not have been done without his Solieitors compliance.

Letter to Mr. Hodgson from Ms. Reids Soliecitor Mrs. Goodall dated 2-6-32 which
Shows that Mrs. Reid was unaware of where her husband was living, it z2lso
proves that her Soliecitor knew where respomsibility for the rates lay, yest Z=m-
the subsecuent transference of the debt to Mrs. Reids name by Severm Trent
Water Authority the issue was never challenged by her Solicitors.

Summons dated 29-7-32 against Mrs. Reids husband Mr.V.Southam issued this tine
by Birmingham County Court om the instructions of Mr. J.Stevenson Soliecitor for
SaT.WeA. for water rates this Mrs. Reid also passed on to hexr Solieitor.

Letter to V.Southams Solicitor Mr.J.Hodgson from Mrs. Goodall dated I-9-82, it
shows that im kwowing about the Summoms of Default issued 1o V.Southam and &
passing it on to his Solicitor that 4 months later on the 25-I-83 they w
guilty of "Criminal Negligenee" when with having "Knowledge aforethought”
not only zllowed the ammendment of the summons to their eclients name, but in-
structed her to pay the debt.

Writ of Judgement issued against V.Southam by S.T.W.A. dated I5-I0-82 which ls. -
Reid again passed on to her Soliecitor.

[

Letter dated I9-II-82 from Mr. Hodgson to Mrs. Reids Solieitors in which he
says Mrs. Reid was losing £60 a month due to their imcompetence, the letter
also states inm pars.4, that with an intrim court order his client would na
longer pay the rates. This is in eontradietion to his letter dated 7-I-82, yet
her Sclicitors never challenged ite.

Application for Ammendment of V.Southams debts to Mrs. Reids name by K.Bridle
of SoT.Weho dated I7-I-83, yet it was omitted in their letter dated I3-2-84
to Ms. Reide.

Copy of Decree Absolute of Mrs. Reids marriage dated 25-I-83 at Nottingham
County Court, yet no maintainence order was made.

Application for Ammendment of summons to Mrs. Reid by S.T.WoA. to Birminghsn
County Court dated 25-I-83, yet Mrs. Reid knew nothing of this as she was
vaiting at Nottingham County Court for her Decree Absolute.

Warrant doted 20-3-83 issued by Birmingham County Court against Mrs. Reid, yet
she knev nothing of this, they even omitted it from their letter deted I3-2-34
as they hnd done with the S.T.W.A. one dated I7-I-83.

{ 8. Te W & )
Severn Trent Yater Authority,.
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26..Letter doted 3.T1.84 from Firmingham County Court to Ms. Reid
which states that all sroceedings will be cet aside, ond the Action with~
drawn. We a2gain ask -~ "Vhat reimbursement con ¥s Reid expect for having
lived through three years of misery, with her life in ruins, and her home
in Tatters, as Debts pile up trying to keep a home and family on £32 per
weexy while her husband takes trips to America with his girl friend Aided
by his solicitor J.S.Hodgson, who, by 2 stranse coinciience was a2lso o close
fricog& of the said girl friend

27..Anazing letter from Severn Trent to 's. Feidts solicitor “ated 4.1.34, which
has Bricdle at his usual Incompetont Best. I'e states that the original amend-
ment to the summons still stood, and he could see no reason to consider “s.
Reid's claim for compensation.,

23..Letter dated II.I1.84. from Xs. Reid's M.P, Hr. Brandon Bravo, to iir. J lloyle
of the Law Society, asking rightly, for an explrnation 28 to how solicitors!'
rnd other members of the Judiciary ore protected by the lLaw Society. lle stotes
theat if there is substange in lis. Reid's case, then it chould be brought into
the oven and dealt with. In other words -~ a PUBLIC EJGUIRY.

29..Letter to ir. Brendon Bravo from Xr. J.D.M.Hoyle dated 26.T.84. which shows

Z4n “r. Hoyle, who is o member of the Professional Purposes Department (i.e. The
Pinstriped Protection Dept. of the Low Society) in his usual role of Covering
Up the activities of the more unsevoury members of his profession. Also,
insert is am item about businessmen Les Parsons plenning to sue the Leow Society
for their cover up for another solicitor. We must now ask = "Jhat can the
public exvect when the very Fabric of their culture is composed of Chrrlatons
and "Shakedown" artists.?

30..Hodgson's letter dated 3I.I.34. to Hs. Reif's solicitor, in which he states

5., thot he only first became awere of proceedings cgainst his client in September

ey 1982, conveniently forgetting that in “rs. Goodall's letter to him of the
2.6,82. she specifically mentioned the Rates, on? the Bailiff calling at his
clients office. He states that he pointe? out to Severn Trent that his client
hat at no time lived in the properiy at I09 The Downs, and that rightly, pro-
ceedings should be taken zgainst s. Reid. Yet, in parapreph 2 he says he
wonders vhat motivated Severn Trent Jater Authority to take the course of nction

hey did. ! But in stating that Ms, Reid vwas the zuthor of her own misfortune,

one can only see what con only be described as "Psychopzthic Behaviour", as
no Cownetant verson would write such a contradictory letter.

3I..lLetter dated 3I.I.J4 which s Reif sent to Birminghzp County Court recuesting
an exolsnation as to how her EX husb nd’*s debts could be transferred into Her
name without her krowledge. This was the Third letter she had to write to
get an Pexnlonation'.

32..Letter of reply to Ms Reid from Biramingham Gounty Court, LORD CHANCELLORS OFFICE
doted I3.2.84. in which ns they say, they rive a clearly worded account of the
»roceedures of this summons throush The Courts, yet they have blotently left
out the two most important dates a) The I7.I1.83(which should be between the
the dates "I15.10.32 and the 25.I1.83") and which was when Bridle of Severn
Trent VWater Authority applied to kave the sunnons "amended" to lis. Reid's
name. b) The 20.3.33 ( Which shoull heve becn between 25.1.33 rnd the 3.I1.34)
cnd which was the date that Burnie ~ The Registrar of Birmingham County Court,
issued a Judgement Against Ms Reid without her knowledge. The eriginal Judge-
ment was against is. Reid's EX husband - V,T.Southrm for non payment of rates,
yet this "judrement™ wrs swithed into her name, which in itself constitutes
the Criminal Act of interfering with Court Documents.

P.7.0,
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33/34..Letter dated I4.5.84 to lis. Reid from Mr Debere - Secretary of the
Professionnl Purvoses Department of The Law Society. In the letter,
Debere attempts to discredit the fact of Xs. Reid's case by insin-
uating that as she was involved with the Women's ilovement, she was
merely trying to use her case as o campaigning issuee. This can only
be seen as a pathetic attempt to gloss over the asetiviities of the un-
savoury nembers of his profession.

35..Letter to Ms., Reid from Severn Trent Water Authority dated 3I.I.85
in which thwy threaten to diseconnect her water supply. We now ask -
"Has the old means of swapping summons' gone out of fashion ? Or is
Severn Trent once again trying to walk over people.? Ms.Reid having
written iwice to them about her eash delay from the. Department of
Health and Soeial Security. :

36..Letter dated I.2.85, to Ms. Reid from her solicitor in which he high-
lights the difficulties in having her state benefit sorted out. Yet
Severn Trent - no doubt incensed at having their shady activities
made public, and knowing the plight ~ she was in, dedided to threaten
to cut off her water supply. Mr. Nelson also points out that he has
written to the Chief Constable of Nottingham regarding the criminal
actions that took place in the Severn Trent Water Authority Department
of Birmingham County Court, and about her claim for compensation.
He is also waiting for Legal Aid ceértificates to be granted to pursue
her claim for reimbursement against her former solicitor ~ Gregsons,
due to the Criminally Negligent way they handled her Legal Affairs.
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. e Judge ‘Thomas Heald
A SEPARATED couple are taking it in turns to . J orildge Thomas eild

i i i i go-round when Carol and
h\!e in their council house . . . on the orders of R —— e LR
a ‘Udge' in_for the same period. . the tenancy of the house

In  between residence | when they split up.

month ()ld_SUl’l s.ay h‘mxsp in Cotgrave, near | temorrow for her latest
there for six wecks, | Nottingham, | turn,  said: " Unti]
i

[

HHEBHIRR ERe emang

CAROL, 20, lives a! a3 ; recently we were shur-

L]

The bizarre rulmg means Carol \\-ard and her sc en I at the three-bedroom Carsl, who muves in

Then ‘they: move out'| hyctel’ for the homoloss | ing the house on & two-
< 1o allow Carol’s with bxhy Paul. And week basis  but  the
= common-law  husbh.nd DOUGLAS, 21. goues to | judge extended the
E Douglys Winning bk © stav giih his sistor, b period.”

Ly

Judge Thomas Heald who sat in Jud rement on the case of lLexie Reid
refused to answer the recorded le‘iters sent to him asking for an
explanation as to how her name cam: to be substituted for that of

her husbands debts,
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FRASER, BROWN, WHITE & PEARS

SOLICITORS i 84 FRIAR LANE,
COMMIBSIONERS FOR OATHE Nl oa b NOTTINGHAM
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We write further to ocur letter of the %0th of December. We
have takem our client's instructions ea your letter, and our comments
follow. WUs are however also instructed to write im comnebtion with
certain behaviour of your client which has recently come to our client's
attention.

It appears that on a number of occasions in the last few veeks
your client has telephoned our client’s employer at 6 in the morning.
She has apparently spoken at longth to various memberas of the astaff

. present at the time. The reason why the matter has only Just come tn

our client‘s attention is that it was only today that your cliext spoke
to a senjor member of staff who reported the matter to his auperiora.
In the {irst place our client is bighly embarrassed by the fact that hie
and your client's personal af’uirs are being discuased apparently st randoe
with totsl strangers whose only connection with our client is that they
heppen to work for the same reiatively large organisation. In the secund
place it appsars that following the report from the gentleman to whom your
client spoke this morning thers has bescn a meating of Directors to
consider the position. Our client has bsen warned firatly that his own
Job performance will now be closely exzamined to see whether his present
matrimonial difficulties are aiversely affecting it which could poseibly
have very serious repercussions on him esployment, end secondly that the
Company finds this behaviour of your ecliemt quite unacceptable im that it
embarrasses the steff who have to deal with thess telephone calls, end takss
them away from the duties for wrich they ere being paid. We underatand
that this moruings telerhons cail fir exomple lasted all of thirty minuteas.

Obvicualy our client has only had a second or third hand scoount of
what your client has been saying, and it appears that your client i{s giving
& very over dramatised and very psrtiel account of the situatica. B8ose of
what your client hes hud to say bears on the younger children of the family.
The reason why ocur client has not made more effort to see these children
since the separation is simply that he has felt that his presence at the
matrimonial home ould v~ -* -~4 annoy your client,

CQI.' L/i s



Our client would certainly. be happy to ses mores of these children end
help them come to temms with what has happened. All that is necessary

is for your client to give an indication of some means whoreby this
can be achieved.

Our client honestly believes that he hss done his best to minimige
the’ adverae effect of the ssparation on your client and he will continus
to do 50 g0 far as is within his power. If your client reguires an cutlet
‘for her emotions on the subject, we would have thought that there are a

considerable number of people and organisations far more suitable than
randozly selected fellow emplovees of ocur client.

We now turn to deal with your letter of the 21at of December and our
client's comments ariasing therefrom. We shall deal with the points raised
in the same oprder in which you raised them,

(¢) ~ This is the first that cur client lmew of theee stending orders.
-+ 'He tells us that they do not in eny way relate to clothes for himself,
although he accapts that they may quite well relate to clothes for
the children. In go far as they relate to clothes for the children
our ¢lient will be prepared to assume responsibllity for them. We
shall however require {ull details of the emounts still payable, and
the items of clothing which are involved. Our c¢lient tella us that
he has never had any dealings on credit with either of these two
. organisations, and he believes that in so far as these accounts do
not relate to :lothes for the children they may well relate to clothes

‘or other items for your. client which our client is not pépared to pay
for.

(b}  The er .y insurence premium of which our client is sware im the
- "' House Insurance collected by the Building Scoiety in addition ty the
)(* - mortgage payments. 'Uur client is prepared to continue to meet thie.
Suit r client is also prepared to meet the rates until there iz a divorce:
One: there is a divorce, our client will no longer be in rateable
cupation, and your client will be able to obtaim a rate rebate.
Ib is obviously difficult for us to make the reces: ary calculations,
At we would have thought that the rebate would be » substantial one.
. We would be prepared to advise curclient at % ¢ atuge 10 considsr
en adjustment to maintenance if the res. mal s ‘v% [ iability were
. evbstantial. ‘

Cont/..
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NOTTINGHAP

DMPLAINT has this day been made to me, the Clerk to the Justices b'y
~ollector of general rate charges in the said City that you, being a person
1y rated and assessed in respect of the (several) rate(s) set out in the schedule hereto
ve not paid the (several) sum(s) set out opposite to the rate(s) respectively in the

4 schedule (eneny parythersof)y ¥

Fo. We SHILDOY

YU ARE THEREFORE HEREBY SUMMONED TO APPEAR ON

- IDAY THE 2 8TH b ¥ Cf 4R CF 1952 Y THe

1

HOUR CF TEN CUCECCK

*ore the Magistrates’ Court sming‘ at the Guildhall, Nottingham to show cause why
2 have not paid the said sum(s).
vou do not appear you will be proceeded against as if you had appeared and be dealt with according to law

pETET THL STy DAY CFPMMECH 1972

Clé to the Justices for the City aforesard.

7

~RM 57

SCHEDULE L A S
GENERAL RATE
Made on the £
R THAL GY QF ®riCH 1%e3 50 o2 C
SUFPLERENTF N RATE PALE ON TH:
Z7TH DAY QF JULY 1981 et
ARREARS OF FORMER RATE made on the
: - 3
~
N
W
FRATES DUEI 127 .10
THE UNDERMENTIONED COSTS HAVE
ALREADY BEEN INCURRED.
Rating Authority for obtaining this summons. .00
Clerk to the Court o
{ieilit
21 €S2 10°L0 55 TOTAL pdniohi o

iF THE AMOUNT OF THE ABOVE COSTS TOGETHER WITH THE RATES CLAIMED BE PAID 7O
RATING AUTHORITY AT THME CITY TREASURY, GUILDHALL, BURTON STREET. NOTTINGH
NGY 2DE BEFQRE THE DAY ON WHICH THIS SUMMONS IS RETURNABLE. ALL FURTHER P
CEEDINGS WILL BE STOPPED,

Sl st
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‘ MG/JI8 JSH/KN 2nd June 1982
Reid (Dictated 28th May)

lire Goodall

Dear Sirvs

Re: Reid /= Southea

We thank you for your letter of tha 12th of May 1982 and we refer to our
telephone couversation with your cacratary of the 26th of May., We confirm
that divorce papers have been filud {n Nottingham County Court and the
nusber of the wmatter is 1982 (D) 005. You should shortly therefora be
receiving the papers f{rom thae Court,

We note what you say with regard to the rates. When our Client last
receaived notice from the City Council that the ratas were overdus she did
telephona Mr Southam's parents with a view to finding out his address and
forwarding the demand to him there. Mr Southam's parents telephoned her
back and informed her that they did not know whare he was living.
Accordingly the Court Dailiff called at her horeour Clicnt stated that

she did not know where Mr Southem was living; s'ie only knew that he was
working at Pork Farms. This presumably led te the incident which you refer
to in your letter. To prevent any re oeccurrence wa have advisaed our Client

to hand documents addressed to Mr Southam to ocurselves and we shall then
forward them on to you.

" We would inform you that your Clieat did attempr to speak to us on the
telephone after the Bailifs incident, and alao wrote 6o us giving his
address for future correspondence as that of hi: parents in Peterborough,

Your Client aleo mentioned in this letter that e wished to have certain
fitaws returned to hin namely his clothes, twe new suit ceses, and a
portable television given to him by his parents. Our Client has no
objection to these {teus being collected so lon: as she is notified of
when this is to be 3o thet she can have the iteas ready. She suggests a
Saturday morning as being convenient and we would be grateful if you would
taks instructions on this, She also nentions tliat the children's portable
vred telaviuion has disappeared, and if you Client has removed this she
would 1ike it to be returned by hin.

Cont‘d..... P35 O cons

liagsrs Freser Brown Vhite & "ears
Solicitors
DX 10,01t



APORTANT - BEFORE COMPLETING THIS FORM SEE INSTRUCTIONS OVERLEAF

3

S1RAINGHAN COUNTY COURT

Summong r WRZ 149014 DS
MNunis: i

o
PARTICULARS OF CLAIM
: - PROP REF NO 5 19 21 D126 1090 1 |
Haintifl. t SEVERN-TRENT WATER AUTHORITY
LOWER TRENY DIVISION
GREAT CENTRAL ROA D THE PLAINTIFE'S Clalm (S FOR CHARGES FIXED BY THE PLAINTISS
MANSFIELD - PURSUARIT YO THE WATER ACTS 19435 AND 1973 AND THE \WalE
NG18 2R CHARGES ACY 1976 FOR THE PERIOD
SRR T S e ' :
2 ' 1ST APR 1982 TO 30TH SEP 1982
Plaintitf's {
Solicitor 1 STEVENSON - SOUCITOR FOR THE PLAINTIFF WHO Wil
ACCEPY SERVICE OF aAtl PROCEEDINGS AT THE ADDYESS
SHOWN ABOVE : :
Ref No. ; SOGETHER WITH AIREARS, IF ANY. FULL PARTICLE ARS WHSRECH Ky
! ..... BEEN DELIVERED
Defendant ‘ F‘QR V SOUTHAM IN RESPECY OF uf omtu!m PR \'rw;;'z;;n afrésawa}w
109 THE DOMUNS
WILFORD
NOTTINGHAN
NG11 7EA
AE 1) st o Bhs st an. dadd o3om
P §
= : s!nne‘i (\ a&!’ Z?Afﬁf;‘
What the
ciaim 18 for CHARGES DUE AS 8ILLED WL%
| apply for this action, if deferded to be referred to arbliration g ' :
{Mark box if appropriate) Amount clsimed 14L8) 51
Court tea G4 91
The defendant is not & person under disability Solicitor’'s costs Jars o
TOTAL 1781 &
JURISDICTION (DEFENDANT QUT OF DISTRICT) Date of issus 7 g i RY
The facis relied upon a8 showing that the causs of action arose ; ;
within the district are: Date of service
THE CHARGES ARE DUE AND ASSESSED IN BIRMINGHAM By posting on the
3 /é : Officer
BY par
i i‘_ PR ¥y The summons in this case has not o~ e

having bean returnad by the Post Office ..
“Gone swey" or

Otticer Datn




MKG/Js JSH/KH lst September 1982
Reid (dictated 25.8.82)

Mrs Goodall

Dear Sirs

Re: Southam and Reid

We thank you for your letters of the 28th of July and 10th of August 1982
and regret our delay in‘replying to you,

We wish to spologise for the unnecessary contact our Client has made with
your Client,

We are arranging to see our Client again when Mrs Goodall returns from
holiday in orderto discuss the property and maintenance matters more
realistically. =

We confirm that we have received your_Client‘s acknowledgment of service
and are arranging for our Client to apply for directions for trial by
special procedure.

We are also forwarding two opened letters which our Client has only just
forwarded to us. Regrettably we note that one addressed to your Clisht is
a County Court Default Summons in respect of water rates which has already
expired. We accept that these steps will have to be taken into account
when the property matters are finally resolved.

You r faithfully

. o

GREGSONS e

essrs fraser Brown White & Pears
Solicitors
MDX 10,011

i )
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BIRMINGHAM County Court

. - : —
i for Msiwaint PLAINT No. AA/82
Orelur 26, Rule 2 {1}
Which must be mentioned in any
tetter to the Court sbout this oase.
ISEVERN-TRENT WATER AUTHORITY
S OUER TRENY DIVISION
REAT CENTRAL ROAD
% MANSFIELD -
G18 2RJ .
) :
MR V SOUTHARM
- 409 THE DOWNS
WILFORD Defendant
NOTTINGHAHN
NG11 7EA
‘ ;
{
IT 1S ADJUDGED that the Plaintitf do recover sgainst the Defenden.
£ P
the sum of !L,-?, 53} tor debt or damages
and 29 30 .,

amounting together to tha sum of

[

AND (the Dafandant having paid the sum of

{T IS ORDERED that the Datendant do pay the sum of

¢ oo Vioosts on summons
. -costs on entry of judgment
b9 i :

P

into Court or to the Plaintift}

- 1 8y- ‘-é-g to the Registrar of this Court

29 CeT

on the

]

Dated

15 g1 g2

-

METHOD OF PAYRENT

8y calling st the Court Oifice Payment mey bs mads in cash or by BANKER'S DRAFT, GIRO DRAFY or by CHEQUE
SUPPORTED BY A CHEQUE CARD SUBJECT TO THE CURRENT CONDITIONS FOR ITS USE. Drafts snd Choquas
miust be made peveble 10 HM PAYMASTER GENERAL and crossed. T

PAYMENT OTHERWISE THAN AT THE COURT OFFICE COUNTER DURING OFFICE OPENING HOURS IS AT THE
PAYER'S OWN RISK. Remittences 10 the court by post must be by POSTAL ORDER, BANKER'S DAAET o¢ GIRO

accapted. Peyment cannot be racsived by bank or giro credit trensfer.

This form should be encigssd snd postage
form, with 8 esosipn, 10 be mum&g?o%.

DRAFT only, made peysbie 10 HM PAYMASTER GENERAL snd crossed. Cheques, $iro chaquas and stemps avs NGt

st b9 eapwid. A stamned addrassed envelons Must b Sneioad 1o ensble his

THE COURT OFFICE AT:~

2 Newton Street
Birmingham B4 7L U

&

i open from 10 g.m. D. F. Burnie .
Wil 4 g, on Regiotrer
Mondesys 10 :

Frideys onty.
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FRASER, BROWN, WHITE & PEARS A :
BOLICITORS B g 84 FRIAR LANE,

COMMISBIONKRS FOR OATHE e e NOTTINGHAM
R. SEELY WHITSY MONDAY TO FRIDAY NGS eED
4. V. MOGRE
P T JACKS e IS KS TELEPHONE: 42541 {3 LINES)
A, B PALVBREMAN, M.A. (CANTAZS OUR wsw"a/

. . HENSOMN, M.A. { ) e
J‘DS.' n.;mc:N.?a:. f;::::m YOUR REFMKG/JS/ REID et 250 November 1982
Dear Sirs,
Southam and Reid .

We understand from our client that the older of the two children of the
family still at home is now in full time employment. That being so, it
is clearly appropriate that the guestion of maintenancg be reviewed.

As you will no doubt recall our client has for approximately a year been
paying maintenance on the basis of our proposals of the 13th of November
last. We-appreciate that you may have been reluctant to comsider formal
proposals when the question of sale of the matrimonial home was unresolved.

Nevertheless the net situation is that for the past twelve months your
client has actually lost £60 each month because of the absence of a Court
Order.

be would suggest that matters now be regularised and that there be a Court
CUrder. Our client would submit to continuing to pay the mortgage, but not
the rates and other outgoings in respect of the matrimonial home. He would
alss Le prepared to continue to pay maintenance at the equivalent of the
previouasly agreed rate after deducting a suitable amount for the child who
is now no longer dependent. We would consider that thatamount is £60, and
80 the Crder should be in the sum of £80 per month for your client and £60
per month for the younger boy.

We do feel strongly that the matter should be resolved one way or amother,
gnd while our client is most reluctant to take unilateral action, he may
find himself compelled to that course unless matters ae resolved by agreement.

Voureg faithfully,

Messrs. Gregsons,
Selicitors,

84 verby Road,
Nottiugham.
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Belew is a mtiee of &pgli@anm dated #*17th January¥® 1983 to Birmingbam County
Court by Mr.K.W,Bridle of Severn Treat Water Authority fer 1eave to ammend the
Summons and Writ of Judgemsnt issued against V. Southam to his wifes maiden name
of Ms, L.M.B, REID, this ammendment was granted by Birminghan County Court on '
the same day 25th January 1983 that Mrs Reid was waiting for her Decree Abselute
at Nottingham Comty Court yet Mrs Reid knew nothing of this,

In the Birmingham County Courts letter to Mrs Reid dated the 13.2.84.
they convémiintly emitted the Hotice of Application fer the ammendment of the
swrsns dated the 17th January 1983 frem their letter as dated. We now ask why
this application for the summons ef tranafer is mﬁm_hetvem the dates 15,10.82
and 25,1,83,

We must now ack, whit Mrs, Reid can @m@t ia compensation for the ture
moll and mental eenflict she and ber family kad to go thrm@? we have estimated
in the regiem of £20,000 but when the overall affect is taken inte censideratiocm
enly time will decide the real truth, ws may w2ll ask the question of how many mere
wemen have been put through this erdeal by Severn Trmf‘ Water Authority and County
Courts in this se eslled fair and just demccrasy, '

é:z.z.».-woucs af Application BIRMEGH :
VEE %O?‘!C! . i ,W b\\é ! 'S*Oﬁ Plaintiff, No. of
: outhemy Cctece PR Wz m“tGYU G
T&K?ﬁ &@?ﬁ that | intend to soply to the Ew@ (ar Registrar) of this Cou't ot
THE COUNTY COURT, NEVITON STREET, B S

day of 19 ,et - ' gRlock

.
() State for (1) f@?avc 0. amencl the SuMMONs Lo

eiiriop R‘é% L M2 Rod mss Souitham

i s 5 ‘everted back lo ber p\*ue(_ leny DaMC
P oo feb@gﬁ‘:ﬂbc. ot C Wait
‘QQ% statre! i ihe pwh(.u%mga
© C i

AND TAKE NIYICE thet if you do not atic wd at the time end plsce msnttonsd,
guch order g2 the Ewrz %% i just will be med . in your ebeence.

Dated thie
: Plaintif? .
? 5
E§] %h%ngf ﬂé%g ¢ < - - - k _(J Q

RM 11/74
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cnticate mahong Decree Nisi Alsolyie (Divores) z=
MATRIMONIAL :

CAUSES RULES in the NOTTINGHAM County Cm.

RAule §7{2}

No. of matter 1982(D)a005:

BETWEEN LEXIE MARY BELL REID (formerly — aoyivioner
“Soutkam 5 :
AND........VIGTOR TINOTHY.SOUTHAM Respindéat

AND G i i stz il sy B« ity e bobing Aespondent

Referring to the decree made in this cause on the  9th

[ 8

day of  November 19 82 wWhereby it was decreed that the mamw
solemnised ur the  14th , dayaf July 19 54 -
at

Letween - the Petmonar
Lexie Mary Bell Reid N
(ferrerly Southamd

and i : :

i Victor Tirctty Southam i
the Respondent
5 S e et

ook F

be dissolved unless s tticient cause be shown 1o the Court within six weeks from

the making thoreof vty the said decme should not be made absolute, and no such cause

4

Bravitng Been shown, it i !mﬂ.hy certmad that the sa;d decree was
on the d 2y of @zgz{y  19§3 , made final and absolute gnd that the

said marriage was thereby dissolved.

Dated‘ﬂf /%(/0' / / ‘7&?

AA HIBBERT, G.A. NOTTE&
C.E. LAVENDER,

C. ENZER,

Registrars.

Address sl eommunications 197 the Court to: 'TM Chigt Clerk, County Court , §t. Peter's Gate, NOTTINGHAM.

The Court Uffice st St. Peter's Gate, Nottinghsm,
is open froey 10 a.m. till 4 p.m. on Mondays to Fridays onily,

MCR 37162/1/A18867 2m 10081 TL

The var:vh Crurch in the P-rxsh of 8 Anne Brondesbury in the C‘aunty of Hiddlesex

Poem No. D37
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1) rms SRERNM "“"f‘eT V‘-’.‘.""l I‘U:HGR!TY . .
B EWEEN . o R R RGBS R NI TR o PLAINTIFF
AND ;
4
& Pl SowarngSee 5 DEFENDANT
P T DA &
\Avil Beseecd =
D e W ™ v
NG TT e
= | CASE No'wg% 9 o1 & oo
{4
itina
“:'“"f;z" Pt G Ewe AR SR o B b Pla i mea 88 -
nEading :
T v 1% o S st Fhaoils oo be Sive~ ro Sre—es Hhe S i

[ o B A eeta .

pATED 25 JAM 1933

Acdress alt communications to the Chief Clerk AND QUOTE THE ABOVE CASE NUMBER

THE COJRT OFFICE AT

is opén frem 10 am 10 4 pm Monday to Friday

N.24 Genecal form of judgment of order = is v :
Orgnr 22 R 4 ( 1) 4782 ALid. B BICOUAY
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In the BIRMINGHAM County Court.

Mo, of Piaint Mo, of Exon,

w 82 147016 o5 | s ed821

Sewvern Trent Watsr Authotty {ere

BETWEEN _
below!

Plaintit!

he (name and) addrest of the (Solicitor to the)

Taintifl 1y — Joha Stevenmnn

clo Divisionnl Finance Otfcer
T Great Centrat flosd
T Manshisld NG 18 2RJ v 10
ano Ms L M B Reid
109 The Downs o
__Wilford, Hottingham
T _ Defendant }
i 4
Amount for which Judgment !
for Order] was obtalned ... ‘

Subsequent Costs l R “*‘3

Pald {into Court] L

Remalning dus sis B 1 eL f+8

Fee for lasuing this Warrant ... l 25 100
Solicltor's costs of Innue i oo

Puid for Certificate of search in
the Land Registry ...

Total amount to be levied .. | o 0 E 8

cRet® gy Padinte | Clark's
Dste racalvad || Amawni. (g0, i Cours tadalate.

] e

b
|

19 . {4 5 i

159.— Wareant of Execution against Gouds of Defendant,
Qeder 28, Ruis 14{1).

1§11 thery sra

™ )
Dot denisthan  YWHEREAS on the 15 Tdayol  ocmisr 1970 ke ':f e
ans, name thois ;'; WEAL

sguinit whom
the judgmant

1
wag phtamed, Plainili! obtained a Judgment in this Court against the Dr'fmf‘};g

forthesumof £ [ 8% - /}er Dm::{l;r
’f‘
and Costs; and it was ordered that the Delendant shoutd pay the same (1o the Regrdid
within 14 days |[ecby-dniaimenie-ai-d { ppotrppmssgpmbrrsebprrrrerrrhr]

AND WHEREAS default has bean made in payment according 1o the sad Judnment:

R340
— Co "/“
A Y

Vi

YOU ARE THEREFORE ordered forthwith (o levy the amount due 10 the Plaintifbunder tha s
Judgment together with the costs of this Warrant and the costs of axscuting the same, by distress and
sats of the goods and chattels of the Defendant/s,

wheresosver they may be found within the district of this Court {pxcept the wearing anparel aid
bedding of him or his lamily 1o the valur of one hundred pounds and the (ools and unplements ol
his trade, to the value of one hundred and (ilty poundsl, and also by sewzing any money, bank
notes, bills of exchange, promissory notes, bonds, specialties or securities for monry belonging fo o
the Defendant which may there be found, or 10 much thereaf as may be sulliciont fo satisly Puy’
execution, and to bring the proceeds of the levy into Court, and tn make a return of what you'
have done under this Warrant immediately upon the execution thereof,

Dated Ml
Z 0 e ORI | ,J‘Js
Ta the Registzar and Balliffs D.F. BURNIE,

of the Court. Registrar

Application was made to the Reglstrar for this Warrant at minutes past the

hour of 10 in the forenoon of the day last above mentioned,

NOTICE.—~The goods aad chattels 378 not 1o ko sold until slier the end of five deys neat lollowing the dey o whieh
thay wara seired, untesy thay are of & parishable nsture, or a2 1hy roquest of tha Dalendans,

153.Warrant with Execution or Order of Commitment iv

Reglstrar of Foreign Court. e,

edar 28, Rule %1). ' A
'_‘

WWHEREAS this Warrant has been lssuad out of this eourt, /
AND WHEREAS the address at which the Warrant Iy to be executed is wi!hln’the

N o 71 AN GHnmM

of which you are the Reglstrar, - .

YOU are therelore required to ewecuts the rsid Warrant within the hms‘dlnlﬁ of the lm-'
mentloned County Court. : Al

Oaed o), " &
To the Registrar of the lust-mentioned County Court.

jurisdiction of the

County Court.
\“ . '_ )

D.F. BURNIE,

Registrar

o . P ’.4“_. -—f'ﬁ"{{w “’;{/
3 -‘N +,’»i¢ .cw’ sl il ! +
Pall c/ W f"."/ (.',..-';’. s

ficet,




/ 5
IN THE (22 PNGHAM COUNTY COURT
¥ TV, WY e mm‘?& \C%’ ) 5‘)93 (d
!w82 1490161)513 Qﬁ§821 m:mornvm
1 caliing ot e Court Ofce
BETWEEN Sevarn Trent Water Authority (see Payment may be made in cash of by
betow) BANKER'S DRAFY, GIRO DRAFT or
CHEQUE SUPPORTED B8Y ACH

CARD SUBJECT TO THE CURRENT
CONDITIONS FOR ITS USE Drafts and

Chaques must be made payabis to H.M.
PAYMASTER GENERAL and cromed.
2 ByPom

Remitiances to the court by

L NSO LABTIA S §Yaehs § s tEs o post must be (v POSTAL ORDER,
Mangfield NG 18 8 2Ry i wm DR T%ar awzouoz.;rr
s L M e et mede paysa to N
F";ﬁxk K B Reid £ MASTER GENERAL ard crossed
B QQ_Thﬁ.DQm Chetues. giro cheques 8nG siamps are
L W¥Wilford, Nottinghann not acospisd. Payment cannct be re-

coived by bank or Giro crecit tragster.
' This form should be enciosed and
F WM“MAW&

dressed envelops

must be enciosed W
engble this form, vith & receaipl. o bs
, M»&, roturnad 1o you., -

Hotice to Defendant of lssue of Warrant

As you have made defzult m payment s ovdered by the Court in the sbove action, the Plasstif¥ has
asued 8 WARRANT OF EXECUTION for

£g 4 a;E g (whi 1 inchedes the msue fee).
If you send or bring this sum 1o the Court Office on or befc e

? » tt will not be necessa y for the batldfFs o call on you. §f,
however. the money s not paid by noon on thet date, the warrss 2ill be hendad o the with
nstructions 1o call upon you and to execute themm foﬂhz&wmtd together with such

- lurther costs as msey becorne dur

dem ‘ | A.A. KIBBE
Date RT

22 APR 1983 G.A. HCTTER  Registrar
C.ENZEP

@

JeG. COCRANE

Adaress ali commumcabons or the Court o
The Chist Clerk. The County Court.

The Count Ot st ... St. Peter's Gate, Nottingh M.
s open from 10 am. tﬂupm on Mondays lo Frdeys ondy



y af’ &aniffs %!arran;

fs warrant that was ssued to ﬁuz Bailﬁfs by
County Court which can only be déscribed as =
ew as registrars, when a husband walks out on
ive with another woman, he is still msamaihle
amily 1nc1uding the rates &nd d@bts untii the

& ﬂrs. Reid who having no recaurse ‘to tha cmn‘fts and relied
af-en her Saticitér Mrs. Goodall of Gregsons was panic ‘stricken when the Bail-
;.,,if¥$ rrived for she felt she had been let down by her Solicitors, when she
i ha% ‘the Bailiffs would be back, she had her furniture removed and stored,
~even the beds with the result of herself and her children having to sleep on
- mattresses on the floor for 2 months or more, her goods and furniture then
worth at least £5,000 today, are now in a sorry mess, the price of mental
angulsh and turmoil to her and her children can never be calculated, yet Mr.
Bridle of Severn Trent in his letter to Mrs. Reid on the 26th August 1983 de-
seriﬁes it as an occupational hazard, lightly forgetting that he signed the sum-
Mo :ar tha ammendment to.Mis. Reids name on the 17th Sanuary 1983 before the

B

i 3% ; Again we quote th~ old caption ﬁhiah seems so apt and appro-
e ,,;priam Ere this travesty of justice "They Were Bent But Not In Prayer” we now ask,
~ why Mr. Bridle issued an overdue acoounts statoment dated the 16th May 1983 in
Mrs Reids husbands name of V. Southam, without any records G “ha summons being
chan@d by a Court of Law., _ ;
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This short letter below is a pathetic attempt by Nottingham County Court to
allay suspicion by stating in their letter dated the 6th June .1983 in reply
to Mrs Relds letter of the 27th May 1983, that all the records of -the case
were at Birmingham County Court, how could they explain that by issuing the
Warrant on the 22nd April 1983 the registrars Hotter, Hibbert, Enzer and Mr.
Cochrane, had knowingly perverted the course of justice as they were the same
registrars who granted Mrs. Reid the Decree Absolute on the 25th January 1983,
and they had all the records of the case, so they knew full well that the ¥War-
rant they 1ssued covered a period of 2 years before the Decree Absolute. Yet this
conduct was nothing strange for the same registrars had in the past aided and
abbetted Solicitors Paul Balen and John Hodgson in containing the "Mason v Wolfe"
case and keeping it out of court, we now ask, how many women are actually going
through this ordeal right now with registrars in County Courts. :
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oX N THE CITY OF NOTTINGHAM

, MRS V SOUTHAM
109 THE DOWNS v
WILFORD

HOTTIMGHAR Ke1Y 7Ea

IMPLAINT has this day been made to ma. the Clork to the Justices by Fo Wa SHELDON
cliector of genaral réte cherges in the ssid City that you, being & person

7 roted ang nsesssed in respect of the (several) rste(s) se! out in the schedula heretlo

vo net peid the (several} sumis) set out apposite 1o the rete(s) respectively in the

d echodulo (o) Bl Baery 1 X i

W OARE THEREFORE HEREBY SUMMONED TO APPEAR ON
RIDAY TRE 29TH bAY OF JULY 1983 AT THE HOUR OF TEN 0"CLOCK

1ore the Magistrates' Court ‘sémna at the Guildhal, Nottingham to show cause why
+ have not peid the ssid sum{s).
rou do not eppaar you will be procesded againat as if you hed sppeared end be dealt with sccording 19 law
.
DATED THWE 13TH DAY OF JULY 1383

v

' ! Owrte-roriwg Justiceg for the City sforesaid.

L)

.

SCHEDULE
& GENERAL RATE

Made on the

T4TH DAY OF RARCH 1983

ARREARS OF FORMER RATE mads on the

RATES DUE

THE UNDERMENTIONED COSTS HAVE
ALREADY BEEN INCURRED.

Rating Autharity for abtaining this summons.
Clerk 10 the Court

2% 093 10900 90 TOTAL

No 590

£
157.33
:“’;}
&
?'“,:
157.33
3.00
0.10
160.43

1P TME AMOUNTY OF THE ABOVE COBTS TOGETHER WiTH THE RATES CLAIMED 8E PAIC
RATING AUTHORITY AT THE CITY TREASURY. GUILDHALL. BURTON STREEY, NOTT
NGY 2DE BEFORE THE DAY ON WHICH THIS SUMMONS IS RETURMABLE, ALL FURTH

CEEDINGS WiLtL BE 5TOPPED.
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HMr }Mowd
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HAlodon - s

26 July 1983

Dear Madanm

GLITIAL FATE
109 7¢e prxvm ST, SILTORD

I refer to your letter doted 25 July 1953 and cubesequent Blscuselon with my
Deputy Rovenue Priscip:l yesterdsy aod confirm trat in che circumstances,

I have arrang=d for the surcons reccently issued to be withdrewn and have
ar-uded my rceords accordingly.

I would also confimm that the record details were previously emended on the
advice of your former husband who wrote to me earlier this year, & copy of
the letter having been pzssed to you yesterday,

€ am, therefore, enclosing herewith & revised account including rate rebate
and look forward to receiving your remittance in settlement accordingly.

Yours feithfully

A

City Treasurer
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NBCD Fo tmotes— At the time of writing the above letter to the
City Treasury, Mr. Southam was living at 306 Wigman Road, Bil-
borough, Nottingham, Tel, 0602-298940,

Please ask for Ms, Shirley Ann Grieveson.



FAMILY Law

CURRENT TOPICS

RATES JURISDICTION

By s. 16 of the General Rate Act 1967 it is the occupier

of property who is liable to be assessed to rates in respect
of the hereditament which he occupies. This very subject
arose in Verrallv Hackney London Borough Council
{1983] 1 All ER 277. The premises in question
belonged to NFP Lid and were used by members of the
National Front for various recreational and organ-
izational purposes. The defendant was a member of the
National Front, an officer of the club and secretary to
one of the companies. When the rates were not paid,
Hackney Borough Council laid a complaint before a
stipendiary magistrate for leave to issue a distress
warrant against the defendant. The magistrate decided
he could issue the warrant on the ground that the
defendant had expressly or impliedly authorized the
occupation of the premises by the National Front or had
ratified it. :

On the defendant appealing by way of case stated,
the Borough Council argued that as he had not raised the
defence of non-occupation by way of appeal to the
Crown Court unders. 7 (1) (a) of the General Rate Act
1967, it could not be raised by way of defence to pro-
ceedings for a distress warrant. The judge, following a
line of recent authorities, agreed.

In the Court of Appeal, May LI did not. The issue
had been confused by three recent decisions at first
instance (including Newpori Borough Council v
Williams [1982] RVR 169) which in May LI's opinion
had been wrongly decided. It was clear from Camden
Horough Council v Herwald [1978] 2 All ER 880;
[1978] 1QB 626, adecision of the Court of Appeal, that
on an application for a distress warrant to enforce
payment of rates it is a defence for the defendant to show
that he is not in occupation of the hereditament at all,
Therefore, the stipendiary magistrate did have juris-
diction to investigate the question of occupation.

As to the facts of this present case the Court of

" Appeal considered that the National Front was and isan

unincorporated association and could not be said to
occupy anything. It therefore followed that the mere fact
that a person is a ‘member’ of an unincorporated
association is insufficient material on which to base a
finding that that person is the occupier of the premises.
In this case the whole building was rated as one indi-
visible hereditament, but it had been used for various
different purposes for varying periods by different legal

| entities and persons. It would not seem possible that one

member, albeit a very important member, of the
National Front could be the occupier of the whole
premises, it being a requirement that the actual occu-
pation or possession must be exclusive for the purpose of
the possession. Therefore the matter had to be sent back
to the magistrate with a direction 1o dismiss the sum-
mons for the distress warrant, .

The important question of whether, on an applica-
tion for a distress warrant for non-payment of rates, it

:

wag # good defence for the defendant to show that he
was not in occupation of the hereditament has finaily
been decided by the Court of Appeal in the affirmative
after a number of Divisional Court cases expressing a
contrary view on this point. (See, inter alia, North
Cornwall District Council v Johnson[1981] RVR 201;
Birdv Blakemore [1982] RA 12 and Newport BCv
Williams (above).)

Practitioners and magistrates’ clerks will no doubt
welcome this decision of the Court of Appeal which
clarifies what previously was a rather nebulous area of
the law.

TES OBLICGATION

“One instance where the person liable for rates does not
have to be in actual occupation of the premises was
illustrated in R v Harrow Justices ex parte London
Borough of Harrow{1983) The Times, February 6. The
husband had left the matrimonial home in 1978, giving
an underiaking not to return, He advised the gas and
electricity boards and the landlord that he had left,
although remaining sole tenant of the premises. He was
maintaining his wife and children who remained in the
home, the wife cohabiting with another man.

The justices decided that he was not liable to rates as
he was not in beneficial occupation. Brown J, sitting in
the Queen’s Bench Division, disagreed. Following
Cardiff Corporationv Robinson {1957} 1 QB 39, after
decree absolute when the husband has left the matri-
monial home permanently and the. marriage is finally
dissolved, if the wife remains she is sole occupier. But
while the marriage still subsists and the husband is under
an obligation to support his wife and home he is still in
occupation for rating purposes. The wife’s cohabiting is
irrelevant.

THE ACE SPECIAL EDUCATION HANDBOOK

The 1981 Education Act came into force on 1 April
1983, The Advisory Centre for Education has published
the ACE Special Education Handbook, a comprehen-
sive guide to the new law for parents and everyone
concerned with the education of children with special
needs.

The ACE Special Education Handbook, written for
ACE by Peter Newell, provides an authoritative
commentary on the new legislation; the ideas contained
in the Act; the formal processes of assessment; the
making of ‘Statements of Special Educational Needs’;
the appeals procedure; reviews and reassessments.

The Act gives parents of children with special needs
the right to a copy of all the advice, information and
evidence upon which local education authorities will
base decisions about special educational provision.
ACE regards this as a major step towards opening up all
school records. The handbook describes this and other
parental rights and details the implications for educa-
tion, social services and health authorities.

It costs £3 including postage and packing and is
available only from ACE, 18 Victoria Park Square,
London E2 9PB.

131
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FRASER, BROWN, WHITE & PEARS 84 FRIAR LANE,
SOLICITORS NOTTINGHAM
LFEICE Houms,
COMMIBSIONERS FOR DATHS ; St & 3-8 NG SED
R.SEELY WiiTeY | " MONDAY YO FRiDAY TELEPHONE: 472541 (3 LINES)
d. V. MOORE st s :
PoL 7. JACKS ¢ 5 MOX 10,011 NOTTINGHAM
A B PALFREMAN, M.A (CANTAR) OUR REFJSH/hS 8
B F HENSON, M.A. [CANTAR) ' 1 Rei 18t August 3
J. %, HODGSOM. M.A {CanTAR} YOUR ﬁEFJPG/FRS/ eld 38?9 ..... "
Dear Sjirs, .

Southam and Reid

¥e refer to your letter of the 24th of August. Our client unders?ands
from the Halifax Building Society that your client is still refusing

to hand over the final instslment of forms to enable the releasg of the
money from the Endowment Policy. As we have made clear on previous
occasions this is proving a greater annoyance to our client the longer
the matter remains unresclved.

The situation has now been further complicated by a letter from the
~evern-Trent Water Authority who have apparently now checked their
records relating t6 the disputed water rates account. They have now
confirmed ‘that the amount due does reflect a period of arrears dating
back to August 1980. 1They are looking to our client for peyment, and
so far as we.cah see our client has no answer to their claim for any
period up until the date of Decree Absolute.

However our client informs us that your client was provided witp sufficient
money to enable her to discharge these rates from the housekeeping money
when the parties were living together and thereafter from t?e voluntary
meintenance payments made. While our client will have to dxscyarge the
amount owing to the Water Board, he will be looking to your client to
reimburse this sum since he takes the view that as between hip and her,
this aceount is her resjonsibility. As you know he was particularly ,
anroyed by the publicity which this matter received in the local press as
& result of what he cousiders to-have been irresponsible ?nd inaccurate
"information given by your client'to the Reporter in guestion. 'We must stress
that unless this matter is cleared up very very quickly our client will
take the matter to court. , i =

Yours faithfully,
’ s
| [

Messrs., Gompert: ard Company,

Solicitors, .
1 Station Ror 7, e § o
Hucknall, ;
Nottingham.

A
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M. Scanian

S Mekrapus L Sree e DU@@C S &adlicitors and Notaries

reos s, oL Be

MEMBER OF ) 104 West George Street
RUTLAND EXCHANGE Glasgow
BOX 24 G2 1PS

Tel: 041 332 4176 - 7
041332 1695 -5

Our Ref: o a/.0/53/% Your Ref: Date: <yt vecemver 19573,

TS . Lexl Keid,
¢/o 39 wvarlandfauld street,
hilsythe.

vear ~rs. reid,

english bivorce, Protessional Negligence,
and dnciliary {lelief, Custody

we refer to your recent meeting witis our Mr. scateer in

cuimecticn wii.r tie above iapttsrs i we discussed at len;,tn

aren =

witii vou. un tie basis ot tue BRI S eE I i e S R e S A o
LU US agitd our furtuer discussions re ating Lo tue cerresponuence,
it appears to us as though your only reuedy would ve an action
against tne solicitors wiwv actea on your behalif in tlhie divorce
actiol, namumely slessrs., uregsons, 1t seews o us as tuough your
sclicitors should have concluced for aliment, ‘periocdical allowance
and a capital sum in the original divorce ouuitions wilici we tuink
in sngland comes under tie peneric term of anciliary xelief. it
furtuer appears to us as tuoughl on the basis of what you told us,
that your solicitors failed to act in accordance witn your
instructions in. tue actiun asgainst you at tiie instance ol tile
;evern-lrent water autnority in respect of arrears of rqéla AS

a result of this you auvpear to nave suttered not only financial
loss but also distress and inconvenience,

s€ are souwmewhat surprised as you claiwm, to hear of tne
uwifticulties you nave.encountered in relation to your complaing to
tile Law sSociety, e caii only supges’ tuat you write a ltobpmal loiterp
of" complaint to tne 2ecretary ol thoe rolasstounal Pyr
of tiuc Les saticuy, waancery Lane, London.,
"o

PCLES CUvimdsitee

wiiereas,/

INCOiLOraning B:anch Ofﬁce
Gartshore Seott Sons & To. 265 Langlands Road

H. J. McGoldrick & Co. go“g?:g‘?aﬁg



wliereas we nave a great deal of syuwpathy with coh
predicament you nuve found yoursel!l in over tuac pas
we have no ri.hc of audience in tie wLigplisn Courts
only wmope tihat our advice to you will be wmet vy a
response from tne Law society.

e
t year,
and ca
iv

1n
pOSLt e

Yours faituyuiiy%

fiana -

EXCLUSIVE
By WENSLEY CLARKSON
YOUNG mum Janet Qusey's
. B maintencnce poyment. from
her estranged hubby has been
fixed ot just £1 A YEAR.

The ruling by magistrates gid
add a further “bonus”, though, for
the upkeep of the couple’s two-
year-old son—a further £] a year,

o SRS Court slaghes
support order

Simon"sutprised” §

Dorset, last week: “It's a
farce

“1 do not krow why they
bothered. This award 15 the
equivalent 1o less thun two
pence a week. That .s not
enough to buy our son a

why they bothered.

His maintenance payments
were originally set at £73 a
week.

Maglstrates st Poole
slashed the figure when he
pleaded he had debts total-
ling thousands of pounds
and could not afford it.

Janet, who is jobless and
living on social secunty
paymenis of about £50 g
week, did nog
Simon's sppilcation for a
reduced award. But she
sald sfterwards: 1 hed no
Idea 1¢ could be dropped to
virtuaily nothing,

“I know I can appeal, but
Ié pmb:blg et up getling
50p & year.

Simon who has recently
3¢l up home with g new

———————

allowed to order more

“1 suppose I could have
managed o pay more than
£2 & year. I was expecting
to have to pay £20 or £30 a
week—but whe am [ to
argue.” : ek

Tre Cletk o Poole Jus-
tices Mr Brisn Harris, QC
said: “Courts are not

. N
He' sald: “I fully Intend to

biscuit.” girlfriend near Lewes, East | maintenance than the
r - | Bussex, admitied: I was | paver can afford ™ - | repay that and, who knows,
' Janet and her driving surprised by the court's “If an award would | one duy I might be abie to
L husband Bimon, | 4 . 8nd 86 WES My | reduce his circumstances | Affored more weekly
30, parted ten months ago. | solicitor. below the subsi level 4

then it is customery only to
make 2 nomina! order of £1
& year."

Stmon, who admits thst
besidey having & job he iz
“partly subsidised™ by his
new girliend said, that he ;
stiil owes hiz wife f400
maintenance arresrs on the

Pprevious order. K

Frances Logan of the
National Councii for Opns
Parent Families said of the
new sward {0 Janet: “T¢ just
doesn't seam falr.” :

Janet commented:
“Christmas i3 just around
Uty to fxd it ;{;jz
well prete
doesn’t exist,” i
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UPON the ex-parte anplication of the plaintiffs

IT IS ORDERED that the Judgment in this mection and all

subsequent proceedings be and the same are hereby set aside.

.

AND IT IS FURTHER ONDERED that the actioen hg&cin be withdrawn.

Qatcd&)‘ )81-}- .

T“é;’é?&“;{i. NEVFTON STREET,

D F. Boaie
is open from 10 LIGIRGIIAM, Be 7ulh & oty
on KMondays to Fridays unly. eqistrar.

2.~General forn of Judgrent pr Order. : MCR 10/77 TCLE



i Severn-Trant Water Authority
;2. /7 Lower Trent Division
Great Central Road
Mansfield
" NG182RJ

BEVERN TRENT WATER %

&

My Reterence LoWB IMG/233/01/MANS Xomieme  3PG/IU/REID

4 January 1984

Dear Sirs

PROPERTY REFERENCE 5 1921 0126 1090 18
M/S L M B REID 109 THE DOWNS WILFORD NOTTINGHAM

I wish to refer to your letter dated 13 December 1983.

Application was made to Birmingham County Court to substitute your client's
name for that of her former husband and by virtue of the order granted by the
court the substitution took place.

Having studied the contents of your letter the Authority can see no reason
to reconsider its decision with reqard ta your client's claim for compensation.

Yours faithfully

o o

Assistant Divisional Manager (Services)

When teiephoning or calhing plesss ask for

raompertz & Company j Mr K W Bridle
One Station Road Mansfield 641641 Ext 25
Hucknall

.Nottingham
NG15 7UD

ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO 8E ADDRESSED TO THE DIVISIONAL MANAGER



From: MARTIN M. BAND{B?«E BRAVO M.P.

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA OAA

itth January, 1984

J M D Hoyle Esq.,

The Law Society,

The Law Society's Hall,
113 Chancery Lane,
London WCZ& IPL.

Dear Mr Hoyle,
Mg L Reid, 109 The Downs, Silverdale Estate

I thank you for your letter dated 30th December
and I must express my disappointment at the
sponese

Hom
= e g -

I too would not wish to comment on the allegations
made by Mrs Reid in the publication 'Nottingham
Behind Closed Doors!' but since clearly there are
allegation% and a number of the Nottingham Legal
profession are involved, and the fact that Mrs Reid
can obtain no satisfaction from this area, she

has approached me seeking my help and I, in turn,
am seeking the assistance of the Law Society, I
am asking for your help in achieving some sort of
enquiry into this matter.

Since none of the local Sclicitors are taking
action, it seems to me quite wrong that the Law
Society will make no comment on the grounds that
one of the Solicitors mentioned in the magazine
might at some time in the future respond.

I feel I must press this matter for if there is no
justice in Mrs Reid's allegations, then I want the
matter made clear and if there is substance in her
allegations, the matter should be brought into the
open and dealt with.



Fh Law S0aitly S Hed
113 Chancery Lar London W 2A 1%
Tetonhote 01 242 1207
et 3 éf Telegrames Intetpeet L ocsddcn (e
Telex 26120 LAWSO) &
L.DE Box No. 56

.

<
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Martin M. Brandon Bravo Esq.,M.P.
House of Commons

London SW1A OAA
Our reference  EUB2UOB (Please guote)

Y f. S
DoTreemnm» 26th January, 1984
ats

Mrs. L. Reid, 109 The Downs, Silverdale Estate, Nottingham

Thank you for your letter dated 1llth January. I have carefully noted
all that you say.

I naturally understand your approaching the Society after Mrs. Rei?

had sought your help about the difficulties she has experienced focllowing
the breakdown of her marriage. The Society always endeavours to assist
when this is possible. However, as I mentioned in my letter of 30th
December, the powers of the Society are somewhat limited. In this respect,
I am enclosing a leaflet called "Dealing with complaints about solicitors”
which sets out in paragraphs 7 - 11 what the Society can and cannot do.

What little I know of Mras. Reid's case is derived from "Nottingham Behind
Closed Doors". As I understand it, the allegation is one of conspiracy
between all those concerned, including four County Court Registrars, to
transfer the liability for certain rates from Mrs. Reid's former husband
to Mrs. Reid herself. The liability for rates is, of course, a matter of
law which can only be determined by a competent Court. The Law Society
simply has no jurisdiction to conduct an enquiry into an allegation of
this nature which is, if I may say so, very much at large and presented
in what I regard as a far less than temperate fashion. It seems clear
that the divorce proceedings have not been finalised and as I mentioned
in my letter dated 30th December, the Society is unable to comment upon

a matter which is subject to the jurisdiction of the Court.

Not only are there proceedings between Mrs. Reid and her former husband

but in the final paragraph of their letter dated 12th September, Messrs.
Fraser, Brown, White and Pears refer to possible proceedings against the
proprietors of "Nottingham Behind Closed Doors" and it is possible that

proceedings may have been commenced by other persons referred to in the

article in question.
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In the hope that it will help tc clarify the issues, I will, however
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solicitors. It would appear that they are acting in the best interes:s of
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Secretary
Professional Purposes
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FRASER, BROWN, WHITE & PEARS 84 FRIAR LANE,

SOLICITORS NOTTINGHAM
QFFICE HOURY;
COMMISBIONERS FOR OATHS 9-1 & 2.8 MG GED
. BEELY WHITHY MONDAY TO FRIDAY : TELEPHONE: 47254y {3 LINES)
1 ¥, MOORE
P. L. T. JACKS JSH/KS MDX 10,011 HMOTTINGHAM
A, B, PALFREMAN, M. A, {CAMT AR} OUR REF ... 402 1
3. HENSON, M.A. {CAMT AR} Ty /1T . % : 4
i, 8. HODGEON, M.A. (CANTAR) vour rer, YPG/JU/Reid 21st January 1984
Dear Sirs,

Heid and Southam

We acknowledge receipt of your letters of the 13th and 23rd of January.

So far as the proceedings by the Severn-Trent Water Authorityare concerned,
we first became aware that proceedings had been issued in the Birmingham
County Court by the Water Authority against our client in September 1982.
It was not until that time that your client saw fit to forward any of the
documentation relating thereto. We wrote to the Water Authority pointing
out that our client did not'and had not at any material time lived in the
property. Oatensiéaly the Summons wes for water rates for the then current
period "together with arrears if any'. There was no breakdown. We pointed
out that your client had been resident in the property throughout. We
pointed cut that the postal service on our client had been ineffective and
also that it was our view that he wes not liable and that proceedings
should properly have been commenced against your client.

The first and indeed only response was a letter dated the 10th of January
1983 informing us that the Authority had decided that they would transfer
the action and the Summons would be reserved against your client. That
decision was entirely the Authority} and we cannot comment as to the reasons
which motivated them in teking this course of action.

We would of course point out that your client is a co-owner, was in-rateable
occupation, and was therefore a perfectly proper Defendant. The only
relevance of the Routhan case is as to whether our client, although not in
actual occupation was to be defined as in rateable occupation,

We take the view that it is entirely for the Water Authority to decide who
they are going to proceed against, and the division of liability as between
husband and wife is not a matter for the Water Authority. In the event as
you know the amount due was re-calculated and our client has in fact
settled it.

We would very firmly take the view that your client is entirely the author
of her own misfortune in that:-

Cont/eo
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1. When the proceedings were first commenced she did not see fit to
rotify our client of them.

2. When her name was substituted as Defendant she did not take any
proper steps in the matter.

3. lnstead of taking proper steps she caused a highly tendentious and
sensational article to appear in a local newspaper which would, had
our client been a man of means,almost certainly have resulted in
defamation proceedings.

Yours faithfully,

Messrs. Gompertz & Company.
Solicitors,

1 'Station Road,

Hucknall,

Nottingham,
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109 The Downs

Silverdale
2 " Wilford
Nottinghan
Court Administrator = » '
- Birmingham County Court g
2 Newton Street f
Birmingham B4 TLU ' 31.1.84

a...Pliant. No. W82/149016/D5 (1981/82/83) Severn Trent Water Authority.
b...Defendant:~ Victor Timothy Southam, I0S The Downs Silverdale Wilford Notis

C...Fliant No.W82/1490/D5 (as from 3/I/84) Severn Trent Water Authority.
d..."Defendant":~ m/s LMB Reid, as from 25th.Jan.1983., date of Decree Absolute
¥ in .
“NGTTING&AK" ﬁounty Court.

Sir,
On the 7Tth. January 1984, I received a communication from Birmingham County
Court dated 3rd. January 1984.

It was with extreme interest T absorbed the information enclosed within this
communication, as it brought back memories of another "Silent Court" which took
place in Birmingham under My name, and without My knowledge. I refer here, to
the 25th January 1983, the date on which my “Decree Absolute"™ went through
NOTTINGHAM County Court, and on which BIRMINGHAM County Court (Under the
Authorisation of J.Norton,Registrar, Birmirgham County Court) transferred my

now - as of that date - EX husband's Severn Trent Water Authority debt ILLEGALLY
and Corruptly into MY name.

I wrote then - as I do now - requesting an explanation as Lo how & court can
transfer a debt which was not Legally mine, into My name, through a “oourt® which
was ‘called!, *sat' "Found Judgement Against Me" without any prior notification
what-so-ever addressed to me. This act in itself being ILLEGAL. This ILLEGAL acT
then being furthered by the ILLEGAL PRACTICE of transferring someone elses debt
into my mame. However, no Satisfactory explanation was ever forthcoming.

Since your communication dated 3rd Jan. 1984, I now find myself in the same
position of having to "request® an explanation as to how Birmingham County Court
¢an — AGAIN ~ Hold Court 'Setting Aside' a Judgement which should never have been

made against me in the first place, without any prior Knowledge or Notification

R ey e e o B TE ISR SR 2T 03 ooy 0 o 20 HR o o i e e o W O 2 e 0y e neoomon me

I await - with Great Expectations - your il and EXplanato Y reply.

=mamam

Your fazthfé% /& /
yiss

L. Reid.
COPIES SENT s et



LORD CHANCELLOR'S. DEPARTMENT

COURTS ADMINISTRATOR'S OFFICE

MIDLAND & OXFORD CIRCUIT g’ 5 ek 2 NEWTON STREET

BIRMINGHAM
B4 7LU

021-233 1234 extn. 232

Your referencs

Our refersnce 56

From The Courts Administrator
Birmingham Group of Courts Date 13 February 1984

Ms L Reid

109 The Downs

Silverdale

Wilford

Nottingham

Dear M= Reid

W82 149016 D5

STWA ~v- Southam

Thank you for yourlletter of 31 January 198,

The progress of this summons through the court i1s as follows:-

ev.7.02.

15.10.82

=&
2%« l 83

Ro-3- 53

3.1.84

-

Default summons 1ssued‘by STWA against Mr Southam of
109 The Downs, Wilford, Nottingham, for £178.48 in
respect of water charges for the period 1.4.82-30.9.82.

Judgment entered in default for £184_.48 to be paid within
14 days.

'Mi $SSI N9

Ex-parte application made by STWA for leave to amend the
summons to Ms L M B Reid on the grounds that you were
responsible for the water charges in the original particulars
of the claim.

This applicatibn is made under Order 5 Rule 11 of the County

~ Court Rules 1981. The STWA would have served a notice of this

application on you at your address. This was referred to in a
letter from the court dated 6.6.83 in reply to your letter of
27.5.83. The application was granted as you did not make an
appi;fation for discharge of the variation within 14 days.

{ llkaf
§i~parte application made by STWA for Judgment to be set aside
7ad the action withdrawn as you were no longer considered to be
respon sible for the debt. This application was made as the debt
was piid in full by Mr Southam. (OHY

All proceedings on this case have been made within the County Court Act and
Rules. If a person subject to litigation does not take an active part in the
proceedings e.g. bv not appearing at hearings, the court will make orders and
give judgment in default.

Yours sincerely

‘ tha\

Cyril Green



ihe Law Scciety’s Hall
113 Chancery Lane London WCZA 1P1

-3 3 Telephone 01-242 1222
e Telegrams Interprat London Telex
Telex 261203 LAWSOC G
‘LDE Box No. 56
PRIVATE & COKFIDENTIAL
-
Mrs. L.M.B. Reid
109 The Douns
Silverdale A :
Wilford Ourreforence EUB240B (please quote)
Nottinzham Your reference
Date 14th May, 1984
<l
Dear Madam, : * . =

I thank you for your lstter dated 2nd April together with its enclosures
which I did not receive until 30th April. Indeed, I see that the envelope
is postmarked 26th April.

As Mr. Hoyle has already explained to your Member of Parliament, Mr. Martin

M. Brandon Bresvo, the powers of the Law Society are somewhat limited and in
this respect I would particularly refer to his letter dated 26th January a
copy of which has, I understand, been sent to you by Mr. Brandon Bravo. I
would, if I may, suggest that you have another look at that letter as it is
essential to draw a distinction between the merits of your divorce case which
can only be dealt with and finally determined by a compastent Court and the
professional conduct of your solicitors which is a matter for the Law Society.

I have conaidered your letter very carefully and must immediately say that I
have the greatest sympathy for the circumstances in which you now find yourself
‘as it seems clear from your letter that your marriazce has, to say the least,
been very unhappy for you. Indeed, you yourself refer to it as a traumatic
experience of having to spend a great deal of your life tied to a violent
marriage partner. However, the purpose of your writing to the Law Society is to
complain about the ceonduct of your solicitors and it is, of course, only upon
this aspect of the matter that I am able to comment.

You say that your solicitors colludsd with your former husband's solicitors
and the Courts in an attempt to make you penniless and homeless in a foreign
land, by way of punishment for their disapproval of your voluntary work in
campaigning for women's rights. However, if I may respectfully say so, it
would seem o me that your letter dated 2nd April is a part of that campaign.
I should make 1% ausolutely clear that it is no part of my function to express
any views about that campaign but I would like to say that I most certainly do
not hold it against you or think any less of you because you take an active
part in campaigning for women's rights. I mention it simply because I find it
extremely difficult to pinpoint any issue of professional conduct which requires
investigation by the Law Society. You refer {c a conspiracy between Mr.
Hodgson, Ms. Gregson-Murray, The Severn Trent VWater Authority and the Courts
but if you think about it, I zm sure that you sill realise that this is not

a matter which can be investigated by the Law (jociety. The Society could, of
course, investigate the conduct of a sclicitor if he had been convicted by

a criminal Court but that is, of course, entirly different from the situation
with which we are now faced.

/Cont .....:



It is quite true that the common law of this country is based upon the
decisions of the Courts in cases going back over the centuries. However,

by far the largest part of the laws by which we are all governed is created

by Parliament. Lawyers are very often criticised by individuals or pressure
groups who think that many of our laws are bad but it is essential to realise
that lawyers do not make the law; they simply attempt to administer the law
within its framework. Let us consider your own case. You clearly feel that
the law is unfair to women and that more should be done to help divorced wives
who may have sacrificed a great deal to run the home and bring up the children
of the marriage. With great respect, I think that it is wrong to blame
solicitors and barristers and the Courts. As I have said, they only administer
the law and if you or any of the groups with which you are associated feel

that the law needs to be changed, the person to lobby is your Member of Parliament.
I do not know to what extent you have donc so although he is, of course, aware
of the background to your own particular case.

About six or seven lines from the foot of the second page of your letter, you
state that your solicitors have been negligent in the way in wh: :h they have
conducted your case. However, I should explain that this is a 'utter with
which the Society has no power to deal as only a competent Court. can adjudicate
upon a claim for negligence and award damages. In this respect, I should add
that the Society has no power to order a solicitor to pay compensation or
damages either to his own client or to a third party.

The practice of the Society when it receives a complaint which requires
investigation is to send to the soliciter complained of a copy of the
complainant's letter. It is therefore essential that such a letter should

be clear and concise so that the solicitor concerned can easlly determine

the precise nature of the complaint made against him. On occasions three or
four copy letters may be enclosed but we simply cannot deal with complaints ,
on the basis of 50 or €0 pages of evidence so that the selicitor complained of
is expected to sit down for two or threz hours and work out for himself the
basis of the allegations against him. I mention this specifically so that if;
at the appropriate time, you wish to pursue the watter you will be able to write
a fairly short and concise letter stating the exact nature of your complaint.

As you know, I had hoped that I would hear from your new solicitors after they
had obtained your file and had an opportunity of considering the matter and I
would, if I may, suggest that you might consult your new solicitor who will,

‘I am sure, be able to advise you upon your allegation of unbefitting conduct

on the part of your former solicitors. Indeed, he may be able to write te the
Society on your behalf at the appropriate time or =2t least help you by drafting
a letter for you to write. :

I naturally regret that I am of the opinion that the Society is unable to assist
you at this stage and would only add that if you are dissatisfied with the way

in which the Lew Society has dealt with your complaint, you may write to the

Lay Observer, Royal Ccurts of Justice, Stranc, London ¥W.C.2. You should do so
within three months of the date of this lettcr. The Lay Coserver is a person
appointed for this purpose by the Lord Chancecllor. However, you should understand
that his function does not include enquiry irto the merits of your original complaint
except insofar as it is necessary for him to do s0 in order to assess the Law
Society's treatment of it. The Lay Observer may, after considering your complaint,
make recommendations to the Law Scciety whic: will, of course, be given careful
consideration.

Yours fait lly,

G. D. DEB é&éﬁﬁﬁz

Assistan Secéetary
Professional Purposes



35 - Sgvern-Trent Water Authority
Lower Trent Division
Great Ceniral Rosd
Ransfiald
NGB 2RJ
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BEVERN TRENT WAT! R ~ Telephone Nottingham 608161

Date:

DISCONNECTION OF WATER SUPPLY
NOTES OF GUIDANCE FUR CUSTOMERS WHOSE WATER SUPPLY IS TO BE
DISCONNECTED FOR NOI -PAYMENT OF CHARGES ‘ e

The Water Industry dperates a Code of practice for domestic customers
and you are urged t{o read carefully the attached leaflet and contact

the Aathority withoi t delay if you feel the contents apply te vou.

TRENT | ®*: S19a o
WATER i«\;c ENOUIRIES T s
AUTHORITY | ' |

Ho' s a0 281D ‘ -
108 . THE Dowsnls ) .
Wi Fo o

NorTisgram NG A

OCCURER AND
SUPPLY ADDRES
W OWEERENT
iROM.ABO\/E
;:':opsa"v REFERi g; : OWNER REF. DATE ARREARS
S92 o2k 109018 21 .1.85 £ 214 . w9
RIS E e Re S

3ISCONNECTION OF WATER SUPPLY

Qur records show the  despite previous requests for payment, settlernent of your account
had still no* been ma e at the above date.

YOU ARE HEREE 7 NOTIFIED THAT YOUR WATER SUPPLY WILL BE DISCONNECTED
ON OR AFTER:

L\% Fea 19%5

“

If the arrears aie not Hsaid IMMEDIATELY and disconnection takes pi_ace, the amount putstanding
together with the dic onnection/reconnection fee will have to be paid before the water supply

is restored. ;
'DKSCON&ECHO?QE

Payment must be m. e in person or by first class post tq the gbove RECOMNECTION

divisiona! office addr ss. Please produce/enclose this notice with your £ 19 .00

remittance.




Solicitors :é é Bexley Chambers All cormms

Commissioners for Oaths 1 "Bexiey Square
: - Salford M3 6DB to the firm
Anthony C. Casson, LL.B Casson ! & CO. Tel: 061-834 7176 not individuals
This matter is being dealt with by :
Mr. Nelson Our ref: SN/DB/R.10922
Your ref:

1st TFebruary 1985

Miss L. Reid,

109, Yhe Downs,

re

Silverdale,
Nottingham.

Dear Miss Reid,

de write to advise you the up-to-date situation herein.

1.

We first wrote to the DHHS back on the 21st September 1984 informing
them that you were entitled to state benefits which would incluze a
payment in respect of mortgage interest. No reply was received to that
letter. A further letter has been sent which to-dite has produced no
reply. It is obviously essential that your entitlement to state benefits
be assessed as quickly as possible so 18 to prevent the mortgoarees from
entering into possession.

I have been in touch with Rotheras the solicitors for the dalifax Building
Society and adviscd them of the difficulties which you are encountering
with the DHHS. They are taking their clients instructions and we ar
hopeful that they will defer from instituting any proceedinzs which in

any event would take some three to four months to re:ch fruition.

The writer hns written to the Chisf Costable of Jottinsham referring
to the conversations we have h d with Inspector Thompson in respect of

Sever Trent .ater iuthority problem. e will keep you a2dvised,

We have requested the Law Society to issue an amendment to your

existing Legal Aid certificate so as to pursue variation of maintenance
proceedings a.ainst your former husband, on the basis th.t there has been

a change in c1rcumstances by virtue of an increase in th- costeof living.

de are not ho:eful that such application will be granted, we feel that it

is too short a time for there to have been a "materlal" chanre in circumctances,
We will however keep you advised.

We confirm that your application for legal aid has been submitted in respect
of your proposed claim for negligence against the Severn Trent Water .Authority
and azain we will keep vou advised.

We have not yet submitted your application for legal aid in zespect of your
proposed claim ajainst Gregeons, because we have had to write to them to
ask for approval of our Bill of Costs before same is lodged at Court. Once
our bill is lodged at Court and the file of papers is returned to us we will
be in a position to apply for legal aid,limited to “oursels opinion only
we anticipate, and thereafter pursue the matter if legal aid is granted.

YO\lts tmly,

:; / - /,-

CASSON & CO.
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ARREARS OF FORMER RATE made on the i
LAINT has this day been made to me, the undersigned Justice of the Peace hv W, OSHELDON 14TH DAY OF MA?(CH 1953 43,64 i
stor of general rate charges in the said City that you, being a person LR g
ted and assessed in respect of the {several) rate(s} set out in the schedule hereto
ot paid the (several) sum(s) set out opposite to the rate(s) respectively in the
hedule {orahy gaxftheteot)y X X ;
\RE THEREFORE HEREBY SUMMONED TO APPEAR ON :
NEY Ter 15T GAY OF FERRUBRY 1285 AT THE HOUR OF TEN 0°CLOCK PATES DUFR 43 .64
.the Magis."ates' C.ourt sitting at the Guildhall, Nottingham to show cause why THE UNDERMENTIONED COSTS HAVE
ve not paid the said sum({s). ALREADY BEEN INCURRED
b : ’ Rating Authority for obtaining this summons. X OO
do not appear you will be proceeded against as if you had appeared and be dealt with according to law. Clerk to the Court p ‘1‘5
DATED THE Z&8TH 0AY DF JAaNU »
: 2% sa5 10900 9y Rty L K&
% ;
¢ 6/ 1F THE AMOUNT OF THE ABOVE COSTS TOGETHER WITH THE RATES CLAIMED BE PAID 10
RATING AUTHORITY AY TH{ CITY TREASURY. GUILDHALL, SURTON STREET. NOTTING
NGt 2DF BEFORE THE DAY ON WHICH THIS SUMMONS 1S RETURNABLE ALL FURTHER |
CEEDINGS WILL BF STOFPED

51

Justice of the Peace for the City first above mentioned. (7‘5




*ATTORNEY GENERAL CLOSES INVESTIGATION AND THERE IS NO CHARGES AGAINST NBCD®
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téf mstr C}ﬁg Spw?’ig in & 55 oft SOLICITORS & Commissioners For Oathy
M. F. SPUNGIN, o.5.5, .4, 20077, 10z King's Weik
M. L. SCOTT Parliament Streer

Wortingharms NG! ZAG

Telephones: 0602 - 473359
& 413533

MFS/BEF/10662.

16th March 1984,

Dear Mr. Boyd,

I have today had a telephone call from Inspector Pickard who informs
me that he has now received instructions from the Attorney General's Office
that no further action is to be taken against you in respect of "Nottingham
Behind Closed Doors'.

It is odd that you mentioned this to me this week, but apparently the
information has only just come through, you can, therefore, cease to have
any anxieties with regard to that matter.

Yours sincere'y,

: Me, Jd. &y&g

38, Percival Road, . \Zﬁtuqfizéf A
Sherwood ‘
erwood ' . ; . e’“*/&:f~d

Nottingham,

Legal Aid Office

5 Friar Lane

Nottingham

NG1 6BW

MDX 10035 NOTTINGHAM

2 Telephone {0602) 412424
¢ Mr. Addison

o ; Y please ask for......

"law Socisty" |

The sharks on land are
more fearful than those at sea.

For your copy of "Nettimgham Behind Closzed Deers® i~
gqnxactz- “Justice fer ﬂunan;‘t B e
: ; /e 32a Shakespeare Street s 4
| / {Peatal Address enl;) Enclosing 75p dematiem,
: P & Pesting.



WHY IS LEXIE REID IN COURT 7

WHO IS THE LAW PROTECTING TODAY ?

Lexie Reid was married to Jictor Southam. The decree
absolute for their divorce has now come through.

Lexie, as a single woman is now entitled to Supplementary

Beniefit and payment of her rates - rates payments should be
‘ paid direct from Treasury to Council, the claimant does not

receive the money. :

the rate 7

‘ On the strength of a letter from Vict‘;\,or' Southam,
/o ner husband were transferred

debts that he incurred Qs h
V Southam

into the name of s

I THIS 1S AN ILLEGAL ACT

Lexie Reid received a summons to appear in court for
non-payment of a £40 rates Dbill.

- Before the decree was made absolute Viector Southam

was liable for rates payments

-~ After the decpee absolute Lexie's rates should

bepaid automatically by the Treasury.

WHY IS‘LEXIE THECQURT:

THESE ARE KOT HER DEBTS.

Lexie has been fighting for her rights and the rights 6f
other women who have had the law used against them.

It's time to expose the corruption and criminal acts
( of husbands, lawyers, and judges, who choose to lgnore the
pain and injustice suffered by women under a system

run by men for men.

&{—LEXIE NEEDS SUPPORT PUBLICISE HER STRUGGLE d

ISR

S

o —

and\The City Treasur

obby these solicitors

 ‘ohn Hodgson (for V.Southam)TEL: L7 2541 L\B®&7|
usan Gregson-Murray (for Lexie)irlgcgqq The Guilae. 1 9
- Helson (for Lexie) l{—-"’bBZ:Sll

W and your local hy
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