The Regional Secretary

London Central Employment Tribunal

Victory House

30-34 Kingsway

London WC2B 6EX

13 March 2008

Dear Madam/ Sir

Hood v Big Bad Boss Ltd case no. 123456/08

Please find enclosed a copy of the letter I received yesterday from the Respondent’s solicitors. They say that my case is ‘misconceived’ and threaten that they will apply for their full costs, which they estimate at £40,000 - £45,000, if my claim fails.

I do not think that my claim is misconceived, but I am not a lawyer and I am alarmed by the threat of a costs application on this scale. If I had to pay £40,000, I would lose my home.

In the circumstances, I would like to ask the Tribunal to list my case for a pre-hearing review to determine whether I should be required to pay a deposit in order to be permitted to pursue any of the contentions put forward in my claim. 

I accept that a determination that I need not pay a deposit would not amount to a binding decision preventing any subsequent costs order against me. Nevertheless, a pre-hearing review would give effect to the overriding objective (a) by saving expense in the event that a deposit order was made, since in that event I would be likely to withdraw my claim or those parts of it to which the order related; and (b) by  helping to ensure that the parties were on an equal footing, since – because the Respondent is legally represented and I am not – I need the Tribunal’s help to know how seriously I should take the Respondent’s threat. 

Yours faithfully

Rosa Hood

cc Sue, Grabbitt & Run  (solicitors for Big Bad Boss Ltd)

