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This i8 a motion for leave to appeal to Her
Majesty in Council from the Jjudgment given on the 14th
Pebruary 1980 by myself as n single Judge of Appeal
refusing an injunction restraining the first respondent
from exporting certain snlveged lead from Fiji; end for
an interim injunction pending the hearing of the appeal,

The facts in so far es they are msoertainable
- have already been dealt with in my judgment on the former
application and do not need to be repeated here,

| In ny view there ig no jurisdietion to grant ‘
leavs to sppeal to Her Fajesty in Council from a judgment
of one judge of the Court of Appeal., GSection 20 of the
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gourt of Appeal Ordinsnce, under which any one judge of
the Court msy im cerisin elroumstances exercise the
powers of a Court of Appesl, hms this provisos

o 1f any party is sggrieved by the

exevoigse of such power, the appllosny

or the hgm’ty oggrieved shall be

entit %o have the natier &ntermma

tho hearing and determning of s *%
ear an or 0 amma

under thie Ordinance,”

Mr. Singh oontends that this provision gives the
sggrieved party an option ss to the tribunal before
whioh the appeal should be heard; the ums of the word
"mey" indicates that he is not bound to go to the Court of
Appesl, I regret that I am unable to sccept this
sentention. The word "may" certainly glves him an optiong

‘but 4o my opinion this is en optien whether Yo appeal %o

the Court of Appeal or to ,:Lum no appeal at all,

For these ressoms leave to appesl t0 Her Majesty
in Couneil will not be granted. The interiam injunotion
- will slso be refused op the grounds whioch are set out in
the judgnent already given on the prior application. |
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