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Dear Sir, 
 
RE: LON/00BJ/LSC/0286 – London Borough of Wandsworth v Various 
Leaseholders.  
 
We e-mailed you on 22nd October asking you indicate which paragraphs of the 
Council’s constitution it relies upon in support of its submission that a decision was 
made on 29.6.17 by the Council’s Finance and Corporate Resources and Overview 
and Scrutiny Committee ( FCROSC) ( paragraphs 51 of Initial Response re-asserting 
para 87 of the statement of case). The footnote 7 then refers to the entire constitution.  
 
We have tried to work out the basis for the assertion that the FROSC has power to 
make the decision that you say it has made, and we can’t.  
 
Part 1 of the constitution under the heading     “Overview and Scrutiny” states; “These 
committees submit reports and recommendations to the Executive” 
 
Under the heading   “How decisions are made” States; “The Executive is the part of 
the Council which is responsible for most member level decisions” 
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Article 6 in relation to Overview and Scrutiny Committees does not appear to contain 
any power to make decisions and is consistent with their function as described above.  
 
We also note that although never referred to in the Statement of Case it is now 
accepted that the recommendation made in the minutes of the Housing and 
Regeneration overview and Scrutiny Committee on 13.9.18 was adopted by a decision 
made by the Executive on17.9.18. There is a clear document showing that.  
 
Despite directions to do so, it still seems to us that the Council has failed to show that 
a decision was made and produce evidence to support it. Why, for example is there no 
document as per the decision made on 17.9.18 in relation to the decision that you 
claim was made?  
 
Please explain by reference to specific parts and paragraphs of the Constitution the 
basis for your assertion.  
 
Finally, please explain the mechanism as between your firm and the Council as to 
how documents come to be posted on the website. Do you do it directly? Are they 
sent by you to the Council for posting or what?  
 
We ask because, as you will recall your “Response to Application” dated 12.3.19 was 
misleading and you sent a further letter to the Tribunal dated 13.3.19 correcting your 
error.  
 
On recent review we note that the website has entries for   “Council’s response to 
application” and “Additional Council’s response”. The first is the letter of 12.3.19. 
We assumed that clicking on   the   “Additional    Council’s response would reveal the 
letter of 13.3.19 correcting your error. In fact it’s a further copy of the 12.3.19 letter.  
 
This rather compounds the first error and it appears that anyone not aware directly of 
your error would have remained unaware. We would like an explanation of how this 
occurred.  
 
 
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 
 
 
 
Housing & Property Law Partnership. 


