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1. Jr.night tor the ltesi)ondent 

App~llant 

First neapondent -

Second Respondent 

1'hie is a motion tor lean to appeal to Her 
MajEu,1ty 1n Council :t.rom ihe 3u<1pent giwn on th! 14th 
Fe brwu-1 1980 'by myself u a single Judge of Appeal 
refusing an inju.notion restraining the first respondent 
from exporting oe nain salvaged l ea4 from F13 i r and tor 
an 1n:t.erlm injunction pencU.nM the hem.ring ot the appeal. 

The taots in eo tar as the:, are ascertainable 
have already been dealt wi 1; h in my 3w'lpent on th• former 
application and do not need to be repeated htlµ"e. 

In· my view there ie no jurisdiction to grant 
leave to ,appeal to Her Majesty 1n Oounotl troin a 3u,clpent 

ot one judge ot the Court ot Appeal. Election 20 ot 'the 



ooan ot Appeal ON.iaan.M, W1de~ which any one 3wtp ot 
the aou:rt may in Mrialn '1rowutuoee exero1,e the 
powr• ot a Gou.rt ot Appeal, baa this pron.act 

11-. Blneh oonteau that th11 ~melon Ci, wa the 
ac,;rif1M4 pwtr a option ae to th• t~ibaa.l beton 
wk10h the appeal eh0\114 b• uard s the· ue ot the wori 
· •aq• Wioatu that hG ta not bound to 10 to tu Oovt ot 
Appeal. t ~•cret that I aa an.bl• to aooept t:td.1 . 
o•t•ttoa •. !be••'.,_,.. o,nunl.J' e:lw• hf.a an options 
tN.I ~ a, OPlniS'1 tb1s 1eiaa oP'f;,on ¥hetber to •PPeal w 
ti. Co~ of Ap,-1 os- to lodge no appal at all, 

. Jo~ tu•• ~- lM"N - appeal ,. Htt i.,,.,, 
111 oo,uud.l .rill not M out.«. tu lnwria ial•et-­
WiU alao be ret-4 - tR &1:.»•cla Whio- -· ,,, Ollt la 
tbAt ~..,.•t alnaq cL•n on ti. ,rta applioaua. 


