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IN THE COURT OF APPEAL, CIVIL DIVISION

REF: C3/201012254

€>rdg- rnôi
BRITISH TELECOMMUNTCATTONS pLC -v- OFFTCE OF

ORDER made by the Rt. Hon. Lord Justice Lloyd
on consideration of the appellant's notice and accompanying documents,
application for permission to appeal
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TIONS (appellant)

but without an oral hearing, in respect of an

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

ln considering this urgent application I have read the decisions of the Tribunal on the preliminary issue, on the stayapplication, and on permission to appeal, as well as the grounds of appear and the srãleton argument in support ofthe appeal, and the letter dated '13 October 2Q10 from BÍ's legal depârtment (and parts of ofcom,s Defencereferred to in that letter). I have also seen the very recent letter from the Tribunal to thã parties about casemanagement of the three appeals which are before the Tribunal, and the potential impáåt of this appeal on theprogress of those appeals.

I have come to the conciusion that the grounds of appeal, as elaborated in the skeleton argument, disclosereasonable prospects of success, and that the points are important, so that permission to appeal should be granted.
Because of the impact of the appeal on the proceedings before the Tribunal, this appeal ought to be brought on withexpedition The parties (including any of the interveneis before the Tribunal wno wiéh to be heard in relation to thisappeal in the Court of Appeal) should endeavour to reach agreement as to case r"n"g"r"nt directions for theappeal (including timetable, and time estimate. for the hearirig¡ to propose to the court õi nppeat; if agreementcannot be reached the court will rule on the relevant points.
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where permission has been granted, or the apprication adjourned
a) time estimate (excluding judgment) 1 day
b) any expedition Yes - see above
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Notes
(1) Rule 52.3(6) provides that permission to appear may be given onry where i' l¡ , \ n r ; la) the court considers that the appear wourã havé a rear prorp".t of success; or ,,, /( !/{r!l 'u; ty,j . .l 'b) there is some other compeiling reason why the appear'shourd ¡e neaiã. 

-- - J * i{(2) Rule 52'3(4) and (5) provide that where the appeal court, without a hearing, refuses permission to affeat that decision may be reconsidered ata hearing' provided that the request for such a hearing is fìled in writing"witnin 7 davs after servicà ot the notice that permission has beenrefused' Note the requirement imposed on advocates by paragraph ¿.1¿Àor tne practice Direction.(3) Where permission to appeal has been granted, the appeal bundle must be served on the respondents within 7 days of receiving this order (see

iri: åå:åti: 
Practice Direction to cPR Part s2) A letter of notification wir be sent to rhe appelant or his soriåtors, .. ,ooi ãs pracucaore
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