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N appeared in person - l
The Respondent was ot Tepresented
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1. MR JUSTICE MOSES: This is an applicarion for permission 10 challenge § decision
of the Criminal Tnjuries _Cgu@ensaﬁan Appeal Panel, whereby, 18 conchding that

- Dr. Ransford, which set owt & qumber of contnung disabilinies, from
claimant agsenis he suffered as 3 result of an assaul of which he was unfo

nced evl ngs)

dislocated choulder, from wWhich the panel found the claimant had fully TeC0
was awarded £1,750, and for minor mudtiple injuries £100, making & ot
The hgaring was then adjonrned for loss of earnings enquiries 10 be

B The clawmant has argued before me thal this was @ wholly wrong approach, Hat there
were a number uments U inaccuraiely secorded the S of the injur Some
of those he contends were 4 st it is sal panel acted in collusion with

those who wert
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“The claims officer 10Ay ... ¥e-Open a ease where there has beeq sucl a
material change in the vierim's medical condition thar injustice wougld
occur if the original assessmem of compensation were allowed o
stand... * (See paragraphs 56 and 57.)

3. The claimant before me very fairly has accepted thar ke does not fall Wwithin those
provisions because no such material change had oceurred, ]

> This really is a sad case. The claimanr's evidence that he now secks 10 rely fpon was
hot available to him for whateyer reason when the matter came before the panel in
1998. Thus, it was not Swrprising they concluded that the injuries from which he
suffered had lasted bur for a short period. '

10.  There is unforunately nothing that this court can do 1o assist the claimant; because
there is no arguable case that the panel's approach 1o the attempt 1o adduce this fresh
evidence was wrong in law, In my jndgment it was not and permission is ref; ed.

MR MATIN: My Lord, do I need permission 1o appeal to the Court of Appeal?

MR JUSTICE MOSES: You do not need permission 1o appeal 1o the Court of Aprbal. You
€an renew your application before them. I am not advising you 1o do thar bur it is tly
OPEn 1o you 10 advance the same claim 1o them that you have advanced before me, You do
not need any permission from me,

MR MATIN; My Lord, can I have your transcript of judgment ar public expense? !
MR JUSTICE MOSES: Yes. I shall order thar the transcript be obtained and seny t]}) you at

SMITH BERNAL



