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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE “%
BUSINESS AND PROPERTY COURTS OF ENGLAND AND WALES &
INSOLVENCY AND COMPANIES LIST (ChD) Ot
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CHIEF INSOLVENCY AND COMPANIES COURT JUDGE BRIGGS
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04 Aug 2026
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BR-2026-000782

04 AUGUST 2026

IN THE MATTER OF
1. JOHN FORSTER EMMOTT

AND IN THE MATTER OF THE INSOLVENCY ACT 1986

UPON THE PETITION OF Michael Wilson & Partners, Ltd, c/o Capital Offfices Ltd, 124 City
Road, London EC1V 2NX, creditor of the above-named debtor, presented to this court on 23
June, 2026

AND UPON HEARING Mr Wilson for the Petitioning Creditor, AND Mr Emmott in person
AND UPON READING THE EVIDENCE

AND UPON THE COURT BEING SATISFIED on the evidence that the EU Regulation, as it has
effect in the law of the United Kingdom, applies and declaring that the proceedings are COMI
proceedings as defined in rule 1.2(2) of the Insolvency (England and Wales) Rules 2016

IT IS ORDERED THAT John Forster Emmott OF 10 The Courtyard, Sheffield Park, Nutley Hill,
TN22 3QW, England Occupation unknown , Formerly Of 4 The Court Yard, Sheffield Park,
Uckfield, East Sussex, TN22 3QW Formerly Of 4 Chelwood Vachery, Millbrook Hill, Nutley,
Uckley, East Sussex, TN22 3HR be adjudged bankrupt

Time of Order: 12:10

IMPORTANT NOTICE TO BANKRUPT

One of the Official Receivers attached to the court is, by virtue of this order, trustee in
bankruptcy of your estate. You have certain duties to the Official Receiver as set out in section
291 of the Insolvency Act 1986. These include the duty to give the Official Receiver such
inventory of the estate and such other information, and to attend on the Official Receiver at
such times, as the Official Receiver may reasonably require.

To: Michael Wilson & Partners, Ltd, C/o Capital Offices, 124 City Road, London EC1V 2N, .
MEW/zzk/zap/aka

ICC PF B11A



Insolvency Act 1986

CHAPTER 45

LONDON
HER MAJESTY’S STATIONERY OFFICE



Insolvency Act 1986 c. 45

he is entitled (whether in pursuance of an order of the

court or otherwise) to seize or dispose of that property,
the trustee is not liable to any person (whether under this section
or otherwise) in respect of any loss or damage resulting from the
seizure or disposal except in so far as that loss or damage is
caused by the negligence of the trustee; and he has a lien on
the property, or the proceeds of its sale, for such of the expenses
of the bankruptcy as were incurred in connection with the seiz-
ure or disposal.

CHAPTER IV
ADMINISTRATION BY TRUSTEE

Preliminary
305.
where either—
(@) the appointment of a person as trustee of a bankrupt’s
estate takes effect, or
(b) the official receiver becomes trustee of a bankrupt’s
estate.

(2) The function of the trustee is to get in, realise and distri-
bute the bankrupt’s estate in accordance with the following
provisions of this Chapter ; and in the carrying out of that func-
tion and in the management of the bankrupt’s estate the trustee
is entitled, subject to those provisions, to use his own discretion.

(3) It is the duty of the trustee, if he is not the official re-
ceiver—
(a) to furnish the official receiver with such information,
(b) to produce to the official receiver, and permit inspection
by the official receiver of, such books, papers and other
records, and
(c) to give the official receiver such other assistance,
as the official receiver may reasonably require for the purpose
of enabling him to carry out his functions in relation to the
bankruptcy.

(4) The official name of the trustee shall be “ the trustee
of the estate of ............ , a bankrupt ” (inserting the name of the
bankrupt) ; but he may be referred to as “ the trustee in bank-
ruptcy ” of the particular bankrupt.

G3
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ParT IX

i ies i i General
(1) This Chapter applies in relation to any bankruptcy foeneral of

trustee.
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ParT IX

Vesting of
bankrupt’s
estate in
trustee.

After-acquired
property.

c.45 Insolvency Act 1986

Acquisition, control and realisation of bankrupt’s estate

306.—(1) The bankrupt’s estate shall vest in the trustee im-
mediately on his appointment taking effect or, in the case of the
official receiver, on his becoming trustee.

(2) Where any property which is, or is to be, comprised in the
bankrupt’s estate vests in the trustee (whether under this section
or under any other provision of this Part), it shall so vest without
any conveyance, assignment or transfer.

307.—(1) Subject to this section and section 309, the trustee
may by notice in writing claim for the bankrupt’s estate any
property which has been acquired by, or has devolved upon, the
bankrupt since the commencement of the bankruptcy.

(2) A notice under this section shall not be served in respect
of—

(@) any property falling within subsection (2) or (3) of sec-
tion 283 in Chapter II,

(b) any property which by virtue of any other enactment
is excluded from the bankrupt’s estate, or

(c) without prejudice to section 280(2)(c) (order of court on
application for discharge), any property which is ac-
quired by, or devolves upon, the bankrupt after his
discharge.

(3) Subject to the next subsection, upon the service on the
bankrupt of a notice under this section the property to which
the notice relates shall vest in the trustee as part of the bank-
rupt’s estate ; and the trustee’s title to that property has relation
back to the time at which the property was acquired by,
or devolved upon, the bankrupt.

(4) Where, whether before or after service of a notice under
this section—
(a) a person acquires property in good faith, for value and
without notice of the bankruptcy, or
(b) a banker enters into a transaction in good faith and
without such notice,
the trustee is not in respect of that property or transaction
entitled by virtue of this section to any remedy against that
person or banker, or any person whose title to any property
derives from that person or banker.

(5) References in this section to property do not include any
property which, as part of the bankrupt’s income, may be the
subject of an income payments order under section 310.




258 c. 45 Insolvency Act 1986

PArT XVIII power at any general meeting of a company have effect with
any necessary modifications.

Expressions 436. In this Act, except in so far as the context otherwise re-
wed " quires (and subject to Parts VII and XD—

“the appointed day” means the day on which this Act
comes into force under section 443 ;

“ associate ” has the meaning given by section 435 ;
“ business ”’ includes a trade or profession ;

1985 c. 6. “ the Companies Act ” means the Companies Act 1985 ;
“ conditional sale agreement” and “ hire-purchase agree-
1974 c. 39, ment ” have the same meanings as in the Consumer

Credit Act 1974 ;

“ modifications ” includes additions, alterations and omis-
sions and cognate expressions shall be construed accor-
dingly ;

“ property > includes money, goods, things in action, land
and every description of property wherever situated and
also obligations and levery description of interest,
whether present or future or vested or contingent, aris-
ing out of, or incidental to, property ;

“ records > includes computer records and other non-docu-
mentary records ;

“ subordinate legislation ” has the same meaning as in the

1978 c. 30. Interpretation Act 1978 ; and

“ transaction ” includes a gift, agreement or arrangement,
and references to entering into a transaction shall be
construed accordingly.

ParT XIX

FINAL PROVISIONS

Transitional 437. The transitional provisions and savings set out in Sche-
provisions, dule 11 to this Act shall have effect, the Schedule comprising the
and savings.  fo]lowing Parts—

Part I: company insolvency and winding up (matters
arising before appointed day, and continuance of proceed-
ings in certain cases as before that day) ;



Order on Application to set aside In the County Court at
a Statutory Demand Central London
Insolvency 0868 of 2026
Number
Applicant John Forster Emmott
Respondent Michael Wilson &
Partners, Ltd
/e D
In Bankruptcy (
on 19 June 2026
Before Deputy District Judge Althaus —

On the hearing of an application by the Applicant for an order that the Statutory Demand issued on 20 March 2026
be set aside.

AND UPON READING THE EVIDENCE
IT IS ORDERED THAT

1. The Application to set aside be dismissed
2. Leave to present a petition after date 26 June 2026
3. There be no order as to costs

Dated 19 June 2026

The court office at the County Court at Central London, Thomas More Building, Royal Courts Of Justice, Strand, London, WC2A 2LL. When corresponding with the
court, please address forms or letters to the Court Manager and quote the claim number. Tel: 0300 123 5577. Check if you can issue your claim online. It will save
you time and money. Go to www.moneyclaim.gov.uk to find out more.

Produced by:Miss A Ali
Order on application to set aside a statutory demand 0_10_17



AMENDED UNDER THE SLIP RULE CPR 40.12 BY DEPUTY ICC JUDG
BAISTER ON 27 MAY 2026

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE
BUSINESS AND PROPERTY COURTS OF ENGLAND AND WALES
INSOLVENCY AND COMPANIES LIST (ChD) BR-2026-000122

IN THE MATTER OF JOHN FORSTER EMMOTT
AND IN THE MATTER OF THE INSOLVENCY ACT 1986

Deputy ICC Judge Baister

BETWEEN:
JOHN FORSTER EMMOTT
Applicant
-and-
MICHAEL WILSON & PARTNERS LIMITED
Respondents

ORDER

UPON THE APPLICATION of John Forster Emmott dated 5 May 2026 to set aside the
statutory demand of Michael Wilson & Partners dated 15 January 2026

AND UPON HEARING Mr Forster in person and Michael Wilson, a director of the
respondent

AND UPON READING the evidence

AND UPON Mr Wilson confirming that the sum claimed in the respondent’s statutory demand
is £4,377,565 due under the order of His Honour Judge Pelling KC, sitting as a High Court
Judge, of 14 January 2026

AND UPON the applicant conceding that he was indebted to the respondent in that sum

AND IT APPEARING TO THE COURT that the respondent’s failure to complete Part C of
the statutory demand, having caused no prejudice to the applicant, is a defect that can and
should be waived

AND IT APPEARING TO THE COURT that the applicant’s evidence in support of his
claim to have a counterclaim, set-off or cross-demand equal to or exceeding the sum claimed
in the statutory demand lacks the particularity and substance necessary to enable the court to
conclude that he has such a counterclaim, set-off or cross-demand

IT IS ORDERED THAT:


https://plus.lexis.com/uk/forms-uk/validation-order-pursuant-to-section-284-of-t?&crid=c70de581-d738-40e2-a2ee-5d2954ee8176&pddocumentnumber=1&ecomp=5t5k&earg=sr0&prid=23526486-0f5b-42a6-b893-02ebf46aba4e&rqs=1

1. The applicant’s application be and hereby is dismissed

2. The respondent be authorised to present a petition in the sum of £4,377,565 on or after 19
June 2026

3. The applicant pay the respondent’s costs of this application to be assessed if not agreed and
£12,000 on account

22 May 2026



IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE

IN THE BUSINESS & PROPERTY COURTS
OF ENGLAND AND WALES
COMMERCIAL COURT (KBD)

JO\S‘

AL

05 May 2026

BEFORE: The Honourable Mr Justice Bright CL-2010-000804
DATED: 1 May 2026

Claims Nos. CL-2006-000270 (formerly 2006 Folio 921)
CL-2007-000418 (formerly 2007 Folio 56)
CL-2008-000884(formerly 2008 Folio 1300)
CL-2010-000804 (formerly 2010 Folio 1194)
CL-2011-000610 (formerly 2011 Folio 1082)
CL-2013-000625 (formerly 2013 Folio 400)
CL-2013-000419 (formerly 2013 Folio 1469)
CL-2014-000916 (formerly 2014 Folio 1210)
CL-2015-000249 (formerly 2015 Folio 586)
CL-2016-000116

BETWEEN:
MICHAEL WILSON & PARTNERS, LIMITED
Applicant/Claimant/Judgment Creditor
-and-
JOHN FORSTER EMMOTT
Respondent/Defendant/Judgment Debtor
ORDER
UPON:
(A) the Costs Refund and Repayment Applications of MWP of 20.10.23 and 08.09.24,

(B)

©)

collectively (the “Applications”);

the consent Declaration Judgment & Order of HHJ Pelling KC of 14.01.26, as sealed on
23.01.26, which as per the Personal Undertakings of the Respondent endorsed with a Penal
Notice and recorded in Recitals (c) (i) and (ii) thereto granted and allowed certain of the
relief sought in the Applications (the “Declaration Judgment”); and

hearing Mr M.E. Wilson, solicitor and corporate legal representative, for and on behalf of
and for MWP, as the Applicant/Judgment Creditor, and the Respondent, on the other hand,
appearing as a litigant-in-person and the Judgment Debtor, at a remote hearing conducted
by MS Teams on 01.05.26, commencing at 10:30am, GMT,
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IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1)

)

€)

(4)

save as already granted and allowed by HHJ Pelling KC in the Declaration Judgment, the
balance of the Applications are dismissed;

MWP’s costs of the Applications, are hereby summarily assessed in the amount of nine
thousand pounds (£9,000), and shall be paid by the Respondent to MWP within seven (7)
days of the date hereof, without any deductions, withholdings, set-offs, cross claims and
cross-demands, in free and clear funds and without all and any bank charges, commissions
and deductions;

this Order is made without prejudice to the inquiry underway into MWP’s damages, the
committal proceedings by MWP as against the Respondent, and also the Sinclair debt
proceedings by MWP as against the Respondent, already before this Court; and

liberty to apply.



IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE

SENIOR COURTS COSTS OFFICE SCCO REF: SC-2019-DAT-
001022

Before:
COSTS JUDGE BROWN
21 APRIL 2026

.......

BETWEEN: -

MICHAEL WILSON & PARTNERS, LIMITED

Receiving Party/Ci
SC-2019-DAT-001022

-and-
JOHN FORSTER EMMOTT
Paying Party/Defendant

ORDER

Upon the court carrying out and conducting a detailed assessment of the
Claimant/Receiving Party’s Bill of Costs at a hybrid in person/remote hearing on 12
March 2026, and dealing with residual matters being: (1) an application to amend the
Bill of Costs; (2) Interest; and (3) costs at a remote hearing conducted by MS Teams
on 21 April 2026 listed for 45 minutes ,

Upon hearing Mr Innes of counsel for the Claimant/Receiving Party in person and the
Defendant/Paying Party remotely (with Mr Wilson for MWP attending remotely) on 12
April 2026,

Upon the court refusing the application to amend the Bill of Costs,



Upon the court reducing the period over which interest is payable, having regard to

the substantial delay in bringing in the claim for costs,

And upon the court determining that the Defendant had been substantially (if not
wholly) successful at the assessment on the points raised in the points of dispute, but
accepting that it was appropriate to award some costs associated with a hearing or
work that was likely to be necessary to deal with interest and other matters such as

payment (the “notional hearing”),

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that:

1. The Claimant/Receiving Party’s Bill of Costs is assessed in the sum of
£107,261.29, plus interest in the amount of £36,468.84 (being 4.25 years at
the Judgments Act rate of 8%). The Defendant/Paying Party shall pay the
sum of £143,730.13 to the Claimant/Receiving Party, free and clear of all
and any bank charges, withholdings, deductions, set-offs, cross claims and

counterclaims.

2. There be no order as to the costs of the detailed assessment, save that the
Defendant/Paying Party shall, pay the Claimant’s costs limited to the sum
of £3,750, for reasons given in the judgment, it being reasonable that the
Claimant/Receiving Party should be compensated for the costs of the
notional hearing and associated work. Such payment is to be made clear
of all and any bank charges, withholdings, deductions, set-offs, cross claims

and counterclaims.

3. The Claimant/Receiving Party’s application for permission to appeal is

refused.

Reasons for refusing permission:

There is no real prospect of the Claimant/Receiving Party succeeding in establishing
a principle of law or res judicata or issue estoppel that prevented disallowance from
the bill of the Claimant/Receiving Party’s own time, fees and costs on the basis that

the same were duplicative (of the word done solicitors instructed by them) and/or
2



unreasonable. The fees and costs of the Claimant/Receiving Party were not

disallowed in principle, but on an item by item assessment of their reasonableness.

Mr. Wilson appears by his emails of 24 April 20026 to be asking permission to appeal
from the allowance of interests and the costs order. In my view there are no real

prospects in respect of either.

The award of interest made ample allowance of the Receiving party in the
circumstances whether there has been (huge) delay on the part of the receiving party
in properly prosecuting the claim for costs and there was bound to be a very large

discount for their failure to prosecute the claim properly.

The reasons for the costs order will be apparent from the judgment but generally the
conduct of Mr, Wilson associated with this costs claim. This includes conduct at the
hearing in January (preventing the court effectively dealing with the matter), repeated
emailing of the court and the Paying Party (including insistence on a Final Cost
certificate before the resolution of the residual issue). Of themselves individually or in
aggregate or in part they provided justification for a large reduction in the costs of
detailed assessment/ the level of costs awarded. In any event the Receiving Party
failed on the disputed costs claims made in the assessment and this of itself was
sufficient to justify the order made (quite apart from the court’s concerns about the

reasonableness of pursuing the disputed claims).

Attached is copy of the calculations on the Bill of Costs which the Receiving Party says

has been agreed.



tem fees disbs

part 1 1 55
2 437.5
3 393.75
4 55
5 109.37
6 131.25
7 0
8 550
9 82.5
10 13125
11 175
12 110
13 82.5
14 962.5
15 110
16 1443.75
17 700
18 1400
19 82.5
20 175
21 875
22 350
23 525
24 0
25 612.5
26 597.92
27 0
28 192.5
29 350
30 125417
31 787.5
32 1487.5
33 875
34 55
35 350
36 1137.5
37 247.92
38 82.5
39 0
40 0
41 2155
42 3150
43 1137.5
44 220
45 137.5



47 82.5

48 0

49 55

50 1276.88

51 82.5

52 27.5

53 0

54 0

55 134

56 907.5

57 752

58 0

59 0

60 0

61 0

62 0

63 637.62

64 4125
totals 6011 27017.63
at 90% 5409.9 24315.87

item fees disbs
part 2 65 1400

66 262.5

67 217.5

68 291.67

69 82.5

70 481.25

71 27.5

72 131.25

73 284.37

74 220

75 350

76 55

77 350

78 110

79 250

80 437.5

81 1017.5

82 2100

83 700

84 82.5

85 0

86 0

87 55

88 0

89 0

90 469

91 660



totals
at 80%

part 3

92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99
100

items
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
129
130
131
132
133
134
135
136

OO OO OOoOOo

5096.5
4077.2

fees
497.31

46
137.5
331.54

55

55
82.5

330

55

110

495

137.5

230

322.9

0
5261.44
4209.15

disbs

962.5

350
175

131.25
284.37

350
150

120

525
750
393.75
350

437.5
262.5

700
1400
900

700
1225

1400
1050
481.25
900



totals

Part 4

totals

137
138
139
140
141
142
143
144
145
146
147
148
149
150
151
152
153
154
155
156
157
158
159
160
161
162
163

Item
164
165
166
167
168
169
170
171
172
173
174
175
176
177
178
179
180
181

2777.5

412.5
23

92
165
23
23

569.5
2337.5
7222

O O oo

16257.35

fees

600

472.5

300
100

0

50
750
500
187.5

2960

787.5
2800
350

3675
1925

1308.22
3875
28718.84

disbs
5250

630

510

525.05
8375
1052.46
16342.51



Part 5
total 4970.47

grand total £107,261.29



Claim Nos:CL-2014-000916, CL-2024-000172, CL-2025-000150
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE
BUSINESS AND PROPERTY COURTS OF ENGLAND AND WALES
COMMERCIAL COURT (KBD)

Before His Honour Judge Pelling KC (Sitting as a Judge of the High Court) CL-2025-000150

BETWEEN:

MICHAEL WILSON & PARTNERS, LTD
(acting in not only its own right, but also qua all of Sinclair, Nicholls, Slater, TIL, TTT and
TSL, and as owner of 67% of the Temujin Partnership)

Applicant
-and-
JOHN FORSTER EMMOTT
Respondent
ORDER
PENAL NOTICE

IF YOU, JOHN FORSTER EMMOTT, DISOBEY THIS ORDER YOU MAY BE HELD
TO BE IN CONTEMPT OF COURT AND MAY BE FINED OR HAVE YOUR ASSETS
SEIZED. ANY OTHER PERSON WHO KNOWS OF THIS ORDER AND DOES
ANYTHING WHICH HELPS OR PERMITS THE RESPONDENT TO BREACH THE
TERMS OF THIS ORDER MAY ALSO BE HELD TO BE IN CONTEMPT OF COURT
AND MAY BE IMPRISONED, FINED OR HAVE THEIR ASSETS SEIZED

IMPORTANT NOTICE TO THE RESPONDENT

(A) This Order contains undertakings to the Court which oblige you to do certain acts,
as set out as set out in this Order. You should read it all carefully. You are advised
to consult a Solicitor as soon as possible.

(B) If you fail to comply with any of your undertakings set out in this Order, you may
be found guilty of Contempt of Court and you may be sent to prison or fined or
your assets may be seized. In the case of a corporate Respondent, it may be fined,
its Directors may be sent to prison or fined, or its assets may be seized.



UPON:

(a)

(b)

(©)

the Part 8 Claim Form and draft of the order sought, as filed and served by MWP on
07.04.25, seeking a declaration (the “Declaration Claim”);

hearing Mr M.E. Wilson, Solicitor and Corporate Legal Representative for and on behalf
of the Applicant (“MWP”) and the Respondent “Mr Emmott”) appearing in person, at a
hearing conducted in person on 13-14.01.26;

Mr Emmott UNDERTAKING TO THE COURT AND TO MWP to do all things
necessary in order to procure all of the following as soon as reasonably practicable:-

(1)  Therelease of the Guarantee that was originally procured to be issued in his favour,
as required by paragraph 6 of the Order of Andrew Smith J of 08.06.11, by HSBC
Private Bank on behalf of MWP, as referred to in the order of HHJ Pelling KC of
27.05.21, which reduced the principal amount of the Guarantee to fifty-five
thousand pounds (£55,000) (the “Guarantee™);

(i) The lifting of all and any stays or other restrictions on and as to the reciprocal
recognition and enforcement by MWP of all of its English, BVI and New Zealand
judgments, rulings, orders, default and final costs certificates in Australia,
including (without limitation) the stay imposed by Schmidt AJ on 10.10.24 and
12.12.24 and by Garling J on 14.11.25 in the Common Law Division of the New
South Wales Supreme Court in proceedings No.2023/00279049,(the “Stays™); and

(ii1)) The return and release to MWP of the circa £95,934.69, plus all and any interest
accrued, currently deposited in the Court Funds Office of the Accountants General
Department, account No.1200001012685 (the “CFO Monies”) in relation to claim
No.CL-2014-000916 comprising MWP’s challenge to the Third Quantum Award
of the former ad-hoc Tribunal, including (without limitation) by signing and
returning to MWP all necessary forms, correspondence and documents that may
howsoever be requested or required by the CFO, including but not limited to Form
CFO0200;

(d) The parties agreeing the figures set out in the schedule hereto (“Schedule”)

IT IS HEREBY DECLARED THAT:

(a) in the events that have happened, there are no sums remaining due and owing from
MWP to Mr Emmott;

(b) Mr Emmott is a judgment debtor and debtor of MWP; and

(c) Mr Emmott owes MWP final and binding judgment debts of £4,377,565, as at the
date hereof, which amount of £4,377,565 calculated by reference to those agreed
line items taken from the Balance between the Parties set out in the Schedule;

AND IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT

1.

Mr Emmott shall pay MWP’s costs of and occasioned by the Declaration Claim on the
indemnity basis, to be assessed if not agreed.

Mr Emmott shall pay to MWP

a. £75,000 on account of the costs referred to in 1 above within twenty-eight (28)
days of the date hereof; and

b. £25,000 conditionally ordered to be paid by Mr Emmott to MWP on account of
MWP’s procedural order costs by Costs Judge Brown on 07.01.26 in
proceedings No.SC-2019-DAT-001022



in each case (i) within twenty-eight (28) days of the date hereof; (ii) free of any
deduction or set off and (ii1) for the avoidance of doubt in addition to the sum referred
to in Declaration (c) above.

3. The parties have liberty to apply.

DATED This the 14™ day January 2026
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1 Balance Between the Parties found by HHJ Pelling KC in granting the Declaration on 140126: UKP
2 interest Principal Date interest Balance
3 Category Principal Dates interest Simple Interest with pre-set off interest after incl interest
4 From To % compound amount interest to set off date at and after set-off|
5 £
6 Owed by MWP to JFE
7 TQAin £ Interest in the Steppe Shares, TQA 07.11.14 para 14.1.3 P (2,000,000) 01-Jan-06 8% |Simple (2,000,000) 14-Jan-26 (3,207,890) (5,207,890)
8 Richards Butler, TQA para 14.2.3 (a) ASO 42,919 01-Jan-06 8% |Simple 42,919 14-Jan-26 68,840 111,759
9 Subtotal owed by MWP to JFE (1,957,081) - (1,957,081) (3,139,051) (5,096,132)
Item |ltem |Itemno (as |Item no (as
no Nt |no Nt [per Dec 24 |per 0625
| 10]Binc_|T0A |bundle) |bundle)  |Owed by JFE to MWP
14 75 46a|41-46 First Liability Costs Award Interim Payment payable to Sinclair payable MWP qua QS 450,000 31-Jan-12 31-Jan-12 8% |Simple 450,000 14-)an-26 502,718 952,718
11 TIS, Pelling Jdgmnt 170622
15 47 47-48 Teare J Order Emmott Costs re Max Shares Max Cash Claims SO, payable MWP Qs 25,000 21-Sep-12 21-Sep-12 8%|Simple - 25,000 14-)an-26 26,647 51,647
12 qua TIS, Pelling Jdgmnt 170622
13 27 39 14(91-92 EWCA A. Smith J EWHC Contempt Costs Refunds Cso 60,000 10-Aug-15 14-Oct-15 8%|Simple 855 60,855 14-)an-26 49,951 110,806
14 32 45 16[105-106 New Zealand High Court Judgment and Costs Order 1 ASO 5,288 22-Dec-16 22-Dec-16 7.50% | Compound 5,288 14-)an-26 3,836 9,124
33 44 16a|107 New Zealand High Court Judgment and Costs Order 1 payable MWP qua TIS, Qs 5,288 22-Dec-16 22-Dec-16 7.50% | Compound 5,288 14-Jan-26 3,836 9,124
15 Pelling Jdgmnt 170622
16 56 86 49A|166-169 £1.2m 30% Vesting Letter 010520 DNATV 1,200,000 01-May-20 01-May-20 8% |Simple - 1,200,000 14-Jan-26 548,121 1,748,121
17 35 59 20]112-113 New Zealand High Court Costs Order 2 ASO 3,171 23-Feb-17 23-Feb-17 7.50% | Compound - 3,171 14-Jan-26 2,256 5,427
39 60 21a120 New Zealand High Court Costs Order 3 payable MWP qua TIS, Pelling Jdgmnt Qs 3,877 29-Mar-17 29-Mar-17 7.50% | Compound - 3,877 14-Jan-26 2,730 6,607
19 170622
20 44 68 24(133-135 MWP Court of Appeal Contempt Costs Cso 133,519 14-Oct-15 19-Oct-17 8%|Simple 21,539 155,058 14-)an-26 102,262 257,320
45 70 27a|136 Costs Officer Martin FCC issued 140219 re the Master Thornett NZ Recognition Qs 9,447 06-Mar-18 06-Mar-18 8% |Simple - 9,447 14-Jan-26 5,944 15,391
Order 060318, FCC as assessed payable MWP qua TIS, Pelling Jdgmnt 170622
21
22 49 74 26)148-149 JFE Assigned TQA to TIS, accepted by MWP to reduce TIS Debts DNATV 1,466,468 26-Nov-18 03-Dec-18 8% |Simple 2,250 1,468,718 14-Jan-26 836,646 2,305,364
53 80 28|154-156 Costs Officer Martin FCC issued 140219 re the Master Thornett NZ Recognition ASO 2,243 14-Feb-19 19-Feb-19 8% |Simple 2 2,245 14-Jan-26 1,241 3,486
23 Order 060318-Assmnt Costs
57 89 56b[170-172 081120 Deed of Assignment of GBP1,047,000 between JFE and MWP qua TIS, see [DNATV 1,047,000 08-Nov-20 08-Nov-20 8%|Simple 1,047,000 14-)an-26 434,405 1,481,405
24 Pelling Judgment of 070224 at [2024] EWHC 449 (Comm) at [27]
25 58 95 50ac(173-176 HHJ Pelling KC 201120 Interim Payment re 3rd Failed Contempt Costs Qs 255,000 11-Dec-20 11-Dec-20 8% |Simple - 255,000 14-Jan-26 103,956 358,956
26 72| 108 33]214-217 MEW EWCA Contempt Costs Balance after Lewison Set-Off, novated to MWP Cso 11,677 13-May-16 30-Jun-22 8% |Simple 5,731 17,408 14-Jan-26 4,937 22,345
28 74] 119 221-226 Eder J S&S&E Applic Costs MWPP 25,000 29-Nov-13 01-Aug-23 8% |Simple 19,353 44,353 14-Jan-26 8,720 53,073
29 75 16 46)227-230 First Liability Costs Award Interim Payment payable to Sinclair MWPP 450,000 31-Jan-12 18-Jun-24 8% |Simple 446,005 896,005 14-Jan-26 112,921 1,008,927
30 80 54 17[252-256 Max Appeal Court of Appeal 130117 Refund, Lewison Strike-Out Costs MWPP 30,000 09-Dec-13|NYSO 8% [ Compound 46,168.89 76,169 14-Jan-26 - 76,169
31 96| 137 50)304-306 HHJ Pelling KC 201120 3rd Failed Contempt Costs certified by Rowley NYSO 54,439 29-Jul-22[NYSO 8% |Simple 15,094 69,533 14-Jan-26 - 69,533
97| 138 50b[307-309 Rowley Order 010722 Certified Costs Assessment Committal, Interim Payment NYSO 25,000 29-Jul-22[NYSO 8% |Simple 6,932 31,932 14-Jan-26 - 31,932
32
99| 141 521312-313 HHJ Pelling KC Tomlinson DCC Judgment Debts MWP Application Cost balance at |MWPJD 24,297 27-Nov-20|NYSO 8%|Simple 9,980 34,276 14-)an-26 34,276
33 60%
34] 100 142 53]314-315 HHJ Pelling KC STCM Rights Issue Shares Costs MWPJD 18,110 03-Feb-21[NYSO 8% |Simple 7,169 25,279 14-Jan-26 - 25,279
107| 149 61(329-331 Order of Richards, Simon & Hickinbottom paying out of CFO A-Family Monies MwPP 318,819 14-Dec-17 [NYSO 8%|Simple 206,350 525,170 14-Jan-26 - 525,170
35
36| 108| 150 62]332-333 Order of HHJ Pelling KC Max CFO Monies TPDO Dismissal Costs MWPJD 32,602 03-Jan-23[NYSO 8% |Simple 7,910 40,512 14-Jan-26 - 40,512
37] 109| 151 63]334-335 Order of HHJ Pelling KC Receivership Dismissal Costs (Estimate) MWPJD 150,000 26-May-23[NYSO 8% |Simple 31,693 181,693 14-Jan-26 - 181,693
38| 110| 152 64)336-337 Order of HHJ Pelling KC WWFO Increase Revrsshp Dismissal Costs MWPJD 50,000 18-Jul-23[NYSO 8% |Simple 9,984 59,984 14-Jan-26 - 59,984
124 166 78)365-368 HCA Costs, awarded to MWP on 080922, certified on 110724 (AUD 28,561.97) MWPJD 13,805 08-Sep-22|NYSO 8% |Simple 3,703 17,508 14-Jan-26 - 17,508
39
40] 125[n/a 80]369-370 Pelling Order Sinclair Debts APOC 31/01/24 MWPP 5,750 14-Feb-24[NYSO 8% |Simple 882 6,632 14-Jan-26 - 6,632
41] 128|n/a 811 Statutory Demand upon Pelling KC 300725 Order MWPJD 5,000 13-Aug-25[NYSO 8% |Simple 169 5,169 14-Jan-26 - 5,169
42
43 Subtotal owed by JFE to MWP 5,880,799 841,769 6,722,569 2,751,127 9,473,696
44
45 Net total between the Parties 3,923,718 4,377,564
55
56 Key to column E
57 MWPJD MWP Judgement Debt
58 MWPP MWP Payment
59 Cso Court Set Off
60 ASO Arbitration Set Off
61 DNATV Deeds of Novation, t, Transfer, Vesting
62 Qs QuaT. I. Sinclair
63 PITC Payment into Court
64 ESO JFE Set Off
65 NYSO Not Yet Set Off




From: Sweeney, Shirley <Shirley.Sweeney@Justice.gov.uk>

Sent: 21 January 2026 20:38

To: John Emmott

Cc: Michael Wilson; Secretaries; Yermek Aubakirov

Subject: RE: CL-2025-000150 - Hearing 13-14 January 2026 - Draft Order
Dear All,

Further to your email forwarded to the judge for his consideration, please message from the judge
for completeness:

“Following the most recent exchange of emails, | consider Mr Wilson is correct to maintain that
set off is not available to Mr Emmott in respect of the costs order made at para 2 of the draft
Order, given (a) the terms of Declaration (c) and my Ruling at paragraph 3 of my email of
yesterday. Accordingly, | intend to add wording to para 2 of the draft Order so it reads as follows:

2. Mr Emmott shall pay to MWP

a. £75,000 on account of the costs referred to in 1 above within twenty-
eight (28) days of the date hereof; and

b. £25,000 conditionally ordered to be paid by Mr Emmott to MWP on
account of MWP’s procedural order costs by Costs Judge Brown on
07.01.26 in proceedings No.SC-2019-DAT-001022
in each case (i) within twenty-eight (28) days of the date hereof; (ii) free of any deduction or set
off and (iii) for the avoidance of doubt in addition to the sum referred to in Declaration (c) above.

| would be grateful if Mr Emmott could confirm agreement to this additional wording by 12 noon
London time tomorrow so that | can get the order sealed without any further delay.”

Kind Regards,

Shirley Sweeney

Clerk to His Honour Judge Pelling KC, Judge in Charge of the London Circuit Commercial Court

Clerks to HM Judges | HMCTS | Royal Courts of Justice | 7 Rolls Buildings| Fetter Lane | EC4A 1NL
DX: 160040 Strand 4
Phone: 020 7947 6402

Email: Shirley.Sweeney@justice.gov.uk
gov.uk/hmcts

How to use the HMCTS E-Filing service - GOV.UK (www.gov.uk)
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE No. SC-2019-DAT-001022
THE SENIOR COURTS COSTS OFFICE

KING’S BENCH DIVISION (KBD)

Before: Costs Judge Brown

BETWEEN:
MICHAEL WILSON & PARTNERS, LIMITED
Receiving Party/Claimant
-and -
JOHN FORSTER EMMOTT LE L
a
)
% 20Jan 2026
ORDER
X
COsrg oFF\C’%
UPON:

SC-2019-DAT-001022

(A)the Order of HHJ Pelling KC of 30.07.25 providing for a detailed assessment of
costs claimed by MWP in respect of orders in arbitral proceedings upon such terms
and directions as may be given

(B) hearing Mr M. E. Wilson, whom the court understands is a solicitor of MWP, and
Mr Emmott appearing in person at hearing

(C) the Court being concerned as to:

a) whether a complete set of the relevant papers required in support of the filed
bill of costs has been filed;

b) the conduct of the parties including in particular Mr. Wilson who attended as a
representative;

c) the certification on the Bill of Costs; it appeared to the Court that it had not
been meaningfully or properly certificated;

d) the Defendant arguing that it was necessary for directions to be given to permit
the service of finalised Points of Dispute (after service of bundles of documentation
by the Claimant);

e) the parties apparently not coming sufficiently prepared to deal with issue of
principle that arose between them;

f) whether the court hade been provided with all the relevant material including any
retainer or letter of engagement the solicitors apparently instructed by MWP (Mr.
Wilson contending that the retainer was limited in its scope),

(D)Mr. Wilson contending to the court that he had already provided, served and Ce-
file relevant documents, but which the court in the hearing was unable itself to locate
or identify,

(E) The Defendant claiming to be able to set off any liability under the costs orders
to the Claimant and the court being told that such a matter would be addresed at a
hearing before Judge Pelling KC listed for 13-14.01.26;

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT:



The Hearing is adjourned, and relisted for 12.03.26, with a time-estimate of one (1)

day;

MWP shall by 4 pm (GMT) on 30.01.26:

(1) Ce-file and serve its Bill of Costs certifying where appropriate that the costs
which are claimed in the Bill have been incurred, or if not incurred, identifying
those costs which MWP is liable to pay but which have yet been paid.

(2) Ce-file and serve a bundle of all relevant disbursement vouchers and invoices,
including counsel’s fee notes and solicitors’ invoices (redacted as necessary in
respect of privileged matters).

(3) File by the Document Upload Centre (on access being provided by the Court on a
request by MWP) a further bundle of all documents relevant to the sums claimed
in the Bill of Costs including privileged materials and further including;

(1) Documents evidencing the payments made in respect of costs claimed
including any ledger of MWP showing the sums paid by MWP or other
documentary proof of payment;

(2) All papers in support of the Bill including instructions to counsel, file notes,
attendance notes and correspondence as specified in PD 4713.12 and 13.13 and
set out our chronologically and in the order required by 47 13.13

(3) Unredacted copies of the invoices and fee notes referred to in 2(2) above.

(4) Relevant engagement letters, retainer agreements, and related documents and

correspondence.

The Paying Party shall Ce-file and serve signed and dated Points of Dispute (if any)
by 4 pm (GMT) on 13.02.26 such Points of Dispute are to be in the form Precedent G
form (copy attached) and should be a brief statement identifying each item in the Bill which
is disputed, summarising the nature and grounds of dispute in respect of that item and, where
practicable, suggesting a figure to be allowed for each item in respect of which a reduction is

sought.

MWP shall CE-file and serve its Points of Reply by 4 pm (GMT) on 27.02.26 and
provide a copies of the bundles identified above in PDF form bookmarked in such a
way as to relate the documents to the issues arising on the Points of Dispute and

Replies.



Upon it appearing to the court that there was a sum which is unlikely to be controversial at
the assessment but expressing concerns about the amount of costs claimed and the court
considering that an interim payment would be ordinarily be payable, that the sum should
be limited to £25,000 on account of the costs as set out in the Bill of Costs, but that it
appearing unclear to the court whether any order should be made for payment now in
circumstances where the Defendant was asserting a right to set off:

5. The issue as to whether any such payment should be made and when to be reserved
to HHJ Pelling KC, for determination if appropriate at the hearing referred to at (E)
above, or further order.

6.  Costs reserved; and,

7. Liberty to Apply, including (without limitation) for the hearing as relisted to be held

and conducted remotely.

And the following direction having been made at a hearing by videolink on 16.1.25,

8. A bundle is to be agreed and prepared to include all relevant directions and awards
made in the underlying arbitration proceedings which shall be filed 7 days prior the
adjourned hearing (to include the final awards on liability and quantum in the arbitral
proceedings in which the costs orders to be assessed were made) and any other relevant
judgment or order.

9. Costs reserved.

Note: In the course of the hearing the court considered it appropriate to call for a security
officer to attend as a result of concerns relating to the conduct of the parties. Arrangements

have been made for the attendance of security officer at the resumed hearing.
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