Date:	Mon, 16 Jan 2006 12:04:12 -0800 (PST)


From:	"Lyman" <gomi1996@yahoo.com>


Subject:Re: Your case


To:	"Anna Venturino" <anna@venturino.demon.co.uk>





Dear Ms Venturino:


 


Sorry, I missed one of your questions.  Yes, the EAT's tribunal will only have one bundle, i.e. my submitted agreed bundle.  The missing documents in the agreed bundle will be provided at the hearing.  R may bring its bundle to the hearing and give to the tribunal there, and so you may let you prepared to deal with them if necessary.


 


L. W. Yuan








Date:	Mon, 16 Jan 2006 11:57:58 -0800 (PST)


From:	"Lyman" <gomi1996@yahoo.com>


Subject:Re: Your case


To:	"Anna Venturino" <anna@venturino.demon.co.uk>





Dear Ms Venturino:


 


No, I do not think that R's missing documents would be the issue. But R failed to provide its Skeleton to me pursuant to last EAT's order and has refused to provide other relevant documents to me so far.  I do not know whether you have ordered my files from Birkbeck College.  I did twice last week for inspection of my files, once orally and once formally in writing to the Director of Human Resources at Birkbeck, and another time for its Skeleton.  I was told that Personnel Manager Ms Groark responsible for my case would call me by my mobile.  But I have never received any response from her yet.  R's Skeleton was finally obtained from EAT.


 


I think you should not emphesize single issue of such kind of R's conduct.  But you should argue that they in whole could explain how the termination occurred and why this case with all the same evidence could not resolved at the ET and earlier.


 


Besides the central issue as defined by the order, we must argument that R was not entitled to terminate on any other grounds (besides 20.7.3) and above issues.


 


You may need find better way to argue, short but effective.  I can help you look through your supplementary Skeleton arguments.


 


I will be able to pay you tomorrow.


 


LW Yuan








From:"Anna Venturino" <anna@venturino.demon.co.uk>


Subject:Your case


Date:Mon, 16 Jan 2006 00:16:16 +0000


To:"Lyman" <gomi1996@yahoo.com>





Dear Dr Yuan





Thanks for your recent emails and the documents you personally posted at my address.





Can you please confirm that the EAT are only going to be using your bundle which you lodged some time ago?  I ask this as I'm reading through the stuff you have provided and the Respondent's bundle of documents is incomplete.  Accordingly, if the EAT are only to use your documents, we do not need to make an issue with the Respondent's missing documents, do we?





Let me know if I've understood you correctly, ok?





I still have much to read, but I will  need to shorten your skeleton argument to focus on the central issues.





Regards





Anna Venturino


