Friday, 11 November

I /11 9:1¢ pm

Hi -sorry | missed your call earlier, I'm pretty sure that the call | referred to was the one that you were in too with the
administrators. Thank you for responding to [lillalso

11/11 10:13 pm
No problem. Sorry to call after hours. | wasn't able to get hold of-so [ think it is best to give the admins notice of the
proposed conditions and a chance to comment before we ask -o decide

Saturday, 12 November

B 21711 am

Definitely, from memory that's what we did Whe.went into administration too

Monday, 14 November

- 14/11 2:12 pm

Hi CEEE | had a read Df' decision and only one minor typo that | saw at paragraph 8 where it says: “for how long the
Licence ought to be suspended" | think this should be "for how long the Licence ought to be suspended”. Let me know if
you'd like me to respond to. otherwise happy to wait until you and-have had a read

sorry, the original is "for how the Licence ought to be suspended"”

14/11 2:15 pm
Thanks-for your eagle eye. | am reading it now and then will contact the Admins as a courtesy before serving. Let me

know if you find any other issues

- RgEE

Excellent, [ffsounds great thank you. I'll have one final read of the decision document and let you know if | see anything
else

14/11 2:20 pm
Para a of the suspension doesn't limit to termination of arrangements as per the draft. That is a bigger change so | will call .

O R

yep thank you, and does it matter that the suspension ends on a Sunday? (14 May 2023)

14/11 2:26 pm
Not really, except that it could continue providing fin services from Monday 15/5 if the suspension is not extended

- 14/11 2:26 pm

great thought so

14/11 2:29 pm
a and d seem to cover similar ground except that a is time limited and d is not. | suggest deleting d

14/11 2:30 pm
if the termination of arrangements is included back into a then yes | think they do as well

_is out of office and may not respond X

Type a new message

v § 2 P @O HFE B> & - B>

o ¢ @&





