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Decision
1. The decision of the tribunal is that the application is dismissed.

Background
2. On 25 March 2015 the tribunal received an application pursuant to section
24(1) of the Act.

3. Directions were duly given and the application came on for hearing on 8
December 2015.

4.  On the morning of 8 December 2015 the tribunal received an email from
the respondent’s solicitor stating that all terms of acquisition had been agreed
and that the respondent would not be attending the hearing.

5.  The applicant was represented by Mr Harrison. Mr Harrison stated that all
terms of acquisition had been agreed and he produced a memorandum signed
on behalf of both parties setting out the terms of agreement.

6. Mr Harrison submitted that in those circumstances there were no
outstanding issues or terms of acquisition in dispute on which the tribunal had
any jurisdiction and he invited the tribunal to dismiss the application.

7. We considered rule 34. We were satisfied that the respondent had been
notified of the hearing because a copy letter to the respondent’s solicitors was on
file and because those solicitors had notified the tribunal by email that the
respondent would not be represented at the hearing. We were also satisfied that
it was in the interests of justice to proceed with the hearing.

8. In the circumstances outlined above we accepted Mr Harrison’s
invitation to dismiss the application.

Judge John Hewitt
8 December 2015

Note: Appeal

1. If a party wishes to appeal this decision to the Upper Tribunal (Lands
Chamber) then a written application for permission must be made to
the First-tier Tribunal at the Regional office which has been dealing
with the case.

2. The application for permission to appeal must arrive at the Regional
office within 28 days after the Tribunal sends written reasons for the
decision to the person making the application.

3. If the application is not made within the 28 day time limit, such
application must include a request for an extension of time and the
reason for not complying with the 28 day time limit; the Tribunal will




then look at such reason(s) and decide whether to allow the application

for permission to appeal to proceed despite not being within the time
limit.

4. The application for permission to appeal must identify the decision of
the Tribunal to which it relates (i.e. give the date, the property and the
case number), state the grounds of appeal, and state the result the party
making the application is seeking.
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