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	National Taxing Team 

Doncaster Region

c/o Crown Court

College Road

Doncaster

DN1 3HS

DX 703005 Doncaster 5

Tel: 01302 363988

Fax: 01302 322441

E-mail: cust.ser@hmcourts-service.gsi.gov.uk
Minicom VII 020 7842 7594

Helpline for the deaf and hard of hearing

www.hmcourts-service.ov.uk


Petherbridge Hussain

10 Piece Hall Yard

Bradford

BD1 1PJ







Your Ref:
RS.CLH.LYONS.8897.1







Our Ref:
L.C-P/D4515070641









1 July 2005 

Dear Sir/Madam,

Re:
R – v – Lyons, Sheffield T040785.

Thank you for your letter of 9 May 2005 requesting, under regulation 14(7) of the Legal Aid in Criminal and Care Proceedings (costs) Regulations 1989, my reasons in writing for the decisions made in this case in respect of the travelling.

The defendants were committed on 22 October 2004 from Rotherham Magistrates Court  charged with 4 counts of handling stolen goods and 2 counts of obtaining by deception.  The plea and direction hearing was on the 3 December 2004 where the defendant pleaded guilty to all counts.  The case was then listed for 3 mentions, one on 7 January 2005, second on 3 February and the last on 4 February.  Sentence took place on 7 February 2005 where the defendant received a total sentence of 21 months imprisonment.

The solicitors claimed travel from Bradford to Sheffield for each of these hearings at 2hours 30 minutes each with mileage at 100 miles at standard rate of 45p per mile.  On determination I allowed travel time of 2 hours per each day and mileage of 80 at 45p.
The solicitors requested a redetermination from me on this point.  I reconsidered the file and all the facts and considered that I had misdirected myself with my judgement. Upon reflection I could see no reason for justifying instructing a solicitor outside the local area to the defendant.  The defendant lived in Stainforth, Doncaster and the proceedings were in Sheffield.  I therefore redetermined the claim as if the solicitors were from Doncaster.  I allowed 1 hour 30 minutes travelling time for each day and 50 miles per day at 45p per mile.  This calculated out to £297.13.  The solicitors were originally paid £427.50 for these items so there became a refund due of £129.37.  On filing their request for written reasons they have duly reimbursed us with this amount. 

In making my decision I have referred to Regulation 14(6). ‘The Appropriate authority shall (a) redetermine the costs, whether by way of increase, decrease or in the amounts previously determined’

I have also taken into account paragraph 6.22 of Greenslade on costs, paragraph 2B.2 (d) of DONG,  R v Goodwin (s7) of the Taxing Compendium and Regulation 7 (1)(a) of the 1989 regulations.
If you still remain dissatisfied you may, within 21 days of the receipt of this letter, appeal to the Chief Taxing Master under regulation 15 of the above regulations and provide me (as the determining officer) with a copy of any such notice under regulation 15(3).

Yours Faithfully

Mrs L. Carroll-Pettit

Determining Officer.
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