Draft Minutes of Admiralty Solicitors Group AGM (no. 115) 
Held at the Offices of HFW
11th November 2009
Present:


Rob Wallis (Hill Dickinson  – Chairman)

James Gosling (HFW - Secretary)

Ben Browne (Thomas Cooper)

Adrian Hand (Waltons & Morse)

Richard Harvey (RSRB)

Simon Tatham (Bentleys Stokes & Lowless)

Joe Quain (Bentleys Stokes & Lowless)

Michael Ellis (Winter Scott)

James Wilson (Ince & Co.)

Silas Taylor (Andrew Jackson)

Jeff Lock (MFB)

Apologies
Apologies received from:
Peter Tribe (Elborne Mitchell)
John Hulmes (Hill Dickinson)

Nick Greensmith (Clyde & Co.)

Tony Goldsmith (Hill Dickinson)

Mike Mitchell (MFB)

Chris Hilton (Eversheds)

Mark Lloyd (Waltons & Morse)
1. Approval of Minutes
The Minutes for the meeting of 15th July had not yet been completed, as the Secretary had been a little busy.  He promised to prepare these for the next meeting.  
2. Next Meeting
This is going to be held at Watermen's Hall, and would be combined with the dinner.  The best dates were 9th, 11th or 16th March.  It is usually a Tuesday, and so we would try for the 9th, which is a Tuesday or, failing that, the 11th. 
3. Role of Admiralty Registrar
Jervis Kay had been appointed as the Admiralty Registrar, and David Steele had been asking users what views they had on his role.  We were waiting to hear the result of that. 

4. JVN
The guests were Michael Howard QC, John Reeder QC, Steel J. and Clark L.J. together with Richard Sayer.  There were quite a few paying counsel.  In all, 70 people were expected to attend.  Roy Ginsberg and Hugh Dalzell were to receive pots.  It was suggested that the tables should be split up so there was no actual "Top Table" as such. 
5. LOF Appointment
At the time of the meeting, there had been no news, and so no formal appointments.  The apparent reason for the delay was the problem with appointing the Appeal Arbitrator because there was a suggestion that Teare J. might be reactivated as the Appeal Arbitrator.  The 2nd November deadline had passed.  In any event, whatever happened, we needed to be positive about the outcome and get the message across to our clients. 

6. Publishing Awards
There was a long debate on publishing of Awards as the LSSA Rules would need to be changed.  RW had had an e-mail from Kevin Clarke inviting him to a meeting on this to discuss : 

(a) Publishing Awards (a subscription website?).

(b) Payment of Arbitrators' fees prior to Award.

(c) Salvors to notify all LOFs.  

The ASG's input into Lloyd's changes was discussed again.  The LOF Working Group had a meeting once a year in March to coincide with the ISU meeting. 

There was a long debate at which it was decided that we would look very carefully at how to control publication, and make representations at the meeting which was due on the following Tuesday.  

7. Mini Lloyds Form Group
A small group had been put together to give some input to Lloyds on the working of the Lloyd's Form.  Volunteers were requested.  At the moment, the suggested composition of this small working group was  Philip Haddon, Toby Stephens, David Banks, Mark Lloyd, Joe Quain and Steven Pink.  

8. Website
James Cradick of HBJ had kindly volunteered to have a look at this but was not at the meeting.  Michael Ellis, who had made a special job of checking up prior to the meeting, issued a litany of incorrect information on it, including the fact that Clifford Chance and Shaw & Croft remained as members.  The last Minutes on the website were July 2008.  JCG would speak to James Cradick and arrange for the Minutes to be updated.  

9. MAIB
John Strange and Silas Taylor had met the Inspector to discuss the ASG concerns.  The MAIB would not move from the idea of recording interviews on an informal basis but not giving a copy to the interviewee.  They say they are independent from the MCA.  JS and ST remain of the view that the MAIB are acting outside their powers and have moulded and changed the procedures so as to exclude lawyers (see their note).  The new European Directive will require changes to the way they operate (for example, it talks about the need to take statements).  The Head of the MAIB was coming to the end of his tenure.  There was discussion as to whether we wanted some form of Code of Practice.  The other alternative is to do nothing at the moment and see what changes might come about.  There was also some discussion about getting an Opinion from Counsel on the statutory power of the MAIB.  ST recommended Ian Laurie, who had a criminal background.  He would investigate whether he might do it for a discount, but it was agreed that he should try to seek an Opinion from him.  

10. Rotterdam Rules Consultation
JW pointed out that Ince and HFW have a place on the Consultation Committee.  Maritime London and Maritime UK had conflicts.  Our general view was that the Government should sign up to it because if we are not on the inside, then it is impossible to change things, since there would be no voice.  The Rules are ambiguous.  Fiona Gavin was the Ince representative, and Craig Neame was the representative from HFW, and we should encourage them to work in concert.  The UK Government did not seem to have a particular grip on it, and was threatening to put in interpreted views that could well be adverse to UK firms.  

11. Maritime London
Richard Sayer had been retired for 6-7 years and was a broker.  There was no legal representative in Maritime London.  JW said that he was prepared to assist because he thought that the ASG should be representated.  The meeting supported him offering his services on behalf of the ASG. 
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