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DATE:   04/02/2016 
 
SUBJECT:  Transport SIG  
 
LOCATION:  Slater & Gordon Manchester Office  
 
ATTENDEES:  16 
 
Bridget Collier provided the APIL update. In particular she discussed the impact of the Autumn 
statement including the proposal to abolish general damages for minor soft tissue injuries, to  
raise the small claims limit to £5,000 and to allow litigants in person in the portal process. 

 
1. Fast Track or Multi Track? Tactics for maximising damages 

 
Tim Adkin of 42 Bedford Row gave an informative talk on how to maximise damages in fast 
track and multi track cases. He began by explaining how to get border line cases above the 
£25,000 threshold. He suggested ways to maximise the value of the claim by including every 
head of claim in the Schedule of Loss and the pitfalls to consider when gathering evidence. 
 
The second part of his talk focussed on the recent case of Billett v MOD [2015] and the 
implications of this case when deciding to use the Ogden tables, or a Smith & Manchester 
approach when calculating future heads of loss. He also explained why Dr Victoria Wass (who 
was involved in creating Ogden 6/7) was critical of Billet as the disability threshold is now lower 
than what was being applied in the Ogden tables’ data.  
 

2. Working "on the black" How to recover 
 

Ian Meikle of 42 Bedford Row gave an excellent talk on how to claim loss of earnings if your 
Client has undeclared income. He began by explaining that a Client is entitled to recover loss of 
earnings but not if they were obtained by fraud, or entirely by criminal activity. He then 
discussed the problems with deliberate failure to declare earnings to the HMRC and benefit 
fraud. He explained the principles established in Newman v Folkes [2002] and what to do in 
practice if you have a client who has a loss of earnings claim but has not declared his income.  
 
Questions after the talk included a discussion about the Newman case and how the new 
fundamental dishonesty rules would have affected the case if heard today. There was also a 
debate regarding when a Money Laundering Officer has a duty to report a Client who has 
obtained earnings through criminal activity or illegal means.  
 
 
 
 
 


