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1. Thank gwu for your revised drafl in this case, having
consulited Sel,

2. 1 am not rﬁallv happy that this issue has yet been as
fully researvched as might be appropriste, despite the
diffdiculties that are apparently involyved., VFor instance there
are some papers on LIE 16 vol 15 which discuss Calegory G
cases and changes to the SBaottish scheme in this respeot that
are of interest, and there may well be more on gsavliier £iles
or elsewhere., And I would have liked a summazry of the
cirpunstances in which legal expenszes ave being paid.

2. And are vou sure thabt eaviier files in that series have
been destroved 7 To wny reading the dockets only indicate that
they have been sent o DRO for desbtruction after 25 vears,
which would nobt of course be yet., Perhaps you would leb ne
know 1f thay have in facht zlready heen destyopyved., We may need
to think of reconstruching papers eg from what Dr Redman and
shher hold,

4, Degpite the above, since there is clearly no legsal
entitlement to payment I am y*@pj”ﬂ@ at thiz stage to pul up a
?e'éar redecting the present ragquest. My suggested amendmenis
a shown on the draft. There's rather a lob of

ﬁupil sationfoverlap in the pres aﬁt version and the arguments

@m any come-back 1 think
of th@ merits of bhe cass

need strengthening. Should the
that further research and discus
will prove necessary.
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Az T =maid in my previous minutes, please make sure that
these papers are copisd bto the relevant policy files.

&. aAnd please E mail the final versicon of the reply to hs s0
that 1 can save ibh on my WP for fubture ref {(please read it
through yourself to check that it makes gense).,
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