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Tribunal: Mr NK Nicol
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8. In the circumstances, the Tribunal again took a broad-brush approach and

determined that a reasonable surveyor’s fee for this matter would be £1,200 plus
VAT.

9. The Tribunal therefore determined that the costs payable by the Applicant to the
Respondent in accordance with s.33 of the Leasehold Reform, Housing and

Urban Development Act 1993 are £2,600 plus VAT in total.

Chayrman........ T e e e e e ettt an

Date  21° April 2009
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