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ORDER made by the Rt. Hon. Sir Richard Buxton T

On consideration of the appellant’'s notice and accompanying documents, but without an oral hearing, in Tespect of an
application for permission to appeal

Decision: granted, refused, adjourned. An order granting permission may limit the issues to be heard or be
made subject to conditions.

Reasons

The explanation for the delay is inadequate, but as a concession to a litigant in person | have
considered the substance of the application.

The history of the proceedings is not set out in, and is difficult to discern from, the application
and the papers filed with it. However, the judge records [p 205C] that the proceedings on 9
November 2009 were listed as a “show cause” application. That meant that both parties
should have had their entire cases ready. The judge then took what could be said to be the
robust decision to hear evidence and, if satisfied, decide the case. That was a case
management decision open to him provided that it did not cause injustice. The applicant
complains that she was not able to deploy various documents. The judge wrestled with that
complaint, and appears to have satisfied himself that the documents described to him would
not assist the applicant. The applicant then has the formidable problem that the judge heard
her case on oath, and disbelieved in effect all of it. The applicant has not shown how that
conclusion could be undermined by further material.

Information for or directions to the parties

Where permission has been granted, or the application adjourned
a) time estimate (excluding judgment)
b) any expedition

Signed: ! &
Date: 13 May 2010
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(1) Rule 52, 3(6) prowdes that permission to appeal may be given only where — L .-‘,%"; . ,’ {r /i !‘f ’.."'_;,?
a) the Court considers that the appeal would have a real prospect of success; or i g’; ¢ i’* { Aol ’;'{!‘ * s

b) there is some other compelling reason why the appeal should be heard. ‘ 1
(2) Rule 52.3(4) and (5) provide that where the appeal court, without a hearing, refuses permission to appeal that decision may be reconsidered at
a hearing, provided that the request for such a hearing is filed in writing within 7 days after service of the notice that permission has been
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