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IN THE PRIVY COUNCIL i' No.39 of 1952
ON_APPEAL FROM THE SUPREME COURT OF TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO

BETWEEN:

MAURICE ROY MUSSON AND
VIVIAN MARJORIE MUSSON Appellants

- and -

THELMO L.RODRIGUEZ fgggngngggg‘
CUNIVERSITY OF LOMIDON
W.C.1.

-5 0CT 1956

CASE FOR THE APPELLANTS INSTITUTE OF ARVANCED

LEGAL STUDIES
Tia3h

1. This is an Appeal in forma pawperis from a Judg-
o ment of the Supreme Court of Trihided and Tobago dated
pp> 27-48 25th April 1952, dismissing an Appeal from a Magistrate's
pp.21-22 Order mede in the Port-of-Spain Police Court on the 27th
March, 1952, under the Immigration ( Restriction)Ordin-
ance, Chapter 20 Mo.2, (hereinafter cailed the Immigration
Ordinance), directing that the Appellants should be re-
moved from the said Colony and detained in custody in the
meanwhil e, ' ‘

PP.21-22 2 The said Order was made on the ground that the
Appellants were “"prohibited immigrants" within the mean-
ing of the Imm;gration Ordinance.

3. The material provisions of the Immigration Ord-
inance ‘are set forth in the Annexure hereto,

4, By Section 4 (1) of the Immigration Ordinance.
(as amended in 1943) the term"prohibited immigrant" covers
among othors:- :

"(h) Any verson who from information or advice
nwhich in the opinion of the Governor-in- Council
"ig relisble information or advice is deemed by
"the Governor - in-Council to bec an undesirable
"inhabitant of or visitor to the Colony;"

Section 16 provides inter alia that an immigration
officer shall cause a prohibIted immierant found within
the Colony to be removed thercfrom "in the manner herein-
after providedr, Scetion 19 provides inter alia thet
whenever a prohibited immigrant is ordered to lcave the
Colony the immigration officer may cause him to be ar-
rested eand brought before a Magistrate who may take var-
ious courses, one of which is to order the irfmigrant to
be detained in custody until an opportunity occurs for
him to leave the Colony. Under Scetion 23 if any rerson
is held o be a prohibited immigrant a Magistrate's
Court mey on the applicetion of on immigration officer
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" order the immigrant to bé romoved from the Colony amd in

the meantime to bo detained in custody, but this pwer

is subjoct to a detailed proviso which gprants special pro-
tection to° British subjects, the general nature of whieh
is that the Court may not entertain an application for
gsuch an order in the case of a British subject unless it
is-made within two years of his arrivel in the Colony.

5. On the 156th Jeanuary 1952 sach »f the Appellants,
who were both then lawfully withinthe Colony, was served
with & notice from the Deputy Chief Immigration Officer
in the following form: ‘

"You are herebv n~tified that you have been
"decmed . by the Govern~r-.in-Council under Sec.
:14{1) (h) of the Immigravion (Restriction) Or-
mdinance Ch.20 N~,2, {5 Dbe an undesirable visitor
WYo'the Colony and thu.efore a Prohibited Immig-
"rant. You are-hereby required to leave and
"denart from this Colony on or-before l4th Feb-
"ruary 1952,

mon your failure to comply with the sbove noti-
"fication, procecedings -will be.taken to have a
"rémoval ordér made, against you.

(sgd) G. LIDDLIELOW

. Deputy Chief Immigration Officern
The date by which thoirfdepaxﬁure‘was demdnded was
later extended to 25th February, 1952, and finally (by
the Mogistrate) to lst March 1952.

B There «ppears to be no power for any immigration
officer to give to the Appellants in the circumstances of

-this.case any such order as was purported to be given by
the said Notice.

T On the 26th Februsry 1952, thce Rospondent, who is
an immigrotion officer of the Colonv, swore informotion
before e Justice of the Puace that eoch of the Appellants
"being & prohibited immigrant, and having becn ordered

to leave the Colony bv the 25th instant, dld fzil to
leave the Colony as so6 ordered as aforesaid,

"Contrary to Section 19 Ch,20 No.2",
and applied thercon for warrants Ifor their arrest.

8. The said section 19 does not create any offence
whatever,
9. The Justice of the Poace before whom thig infor-

mation was sworn gronted warrants dated the said 26th
Februorvy 1952, directing that each of the Appellents should
be brought before a Mugistrate to cnswer thoe “complaint™
that he or she "is a prohibited immigront and is within
the Colony in contravention of the Immigration (Restric-
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Ordinance™, no such offencec is known to the law

of the Colony.

10,

On the 27th February, 1952, the Appesllancs were

arrested under the soid worronts =nd brought before a

Magistrate.

They were then charged with the non-existing

"offence" cbove mentioned, and wore admitted to bail.

11,

taken together by consent-

The cases asgainst the Appellants were heard- being

on the lst,8th,15th,21s%,

24th and 27th March, 1952, the Solicitor Gencral appeari ng

for the now Respondent as prosecutor.

Tho prosecution reg-

ted its case upon the allegation that the Appellants were

"prohibited immigrants™ under the said Scetion 4(1)

(h) and

it was not at anv time suggested that they were prohibited
immigrants by reasson of anv nther provision or provisitbng

of the
12,

Immigration Ordinance,

The only evidence directed t» the question vhcether

the Appellants had been deemed by the Governzr in Council
to be "undesirable visitors to the Colony cnd therefore

prhibited immigronts"- 4
notices set out in parcgroph 5 above- was that
Har»ld Lieacock, Assistant

guvte the language of the
»f One
Clerk of the Executive Council,

who stated that he was present at o meeting >f the Exccut-
ive C»uncil on the 8th Jonuary 1952 at which, he said,
it was decided that the Appellants be deemcd prahibited

immigrants.

The withesg said that he wag nt in a posit-

icn to say whether they were declared »r deemed prohibited
immigraonts; nor did he say whether they were classgified

ags " vigitors" »r "inhabitants".

He stated that he wasg

sure the words used by the Executive Council were "pro-
hibited immigrant'.

13,

Evidence wag called by bthe Resjpondent to prove

that the notices set out in paragraph 5, above, were

sent from the Immigration ¥ fice znd served upnn the Ap-
pellants; but there was no evidence that any other notice
of any kind, purporting to inform thom that the Governor-
in- Council had taken any action or made eny decision under

the suid Scetion 4 (1)

(h), »r at all,was given to the Ap~

pelloanto or either of them by any authority cr person.

14,

The cage for the Respondent was closed on the said

1.10,1,24, lst Merch 1952 and the Appellants by their CHhunsel there-
D.28,11.39-upon submitted that there was no case for them to answer,
At the close of the soid submission the hearing was ad-

p.10,1.,32. jruried to 8th March 1952,

41,

pléé, lll
18-22,

43

15.

At the commencement of the adjourned hearing

on the 8th March 1952 the Respondent applied for and was
granted leave to re-open the case and to call the Attor-
p.11,11,6~ ney- General of the Colony, who gave evidence tc the ef-
fect that at the meeting of the Governor- in- Council, on

8th January,

1962, the Governor deemed the Apnellants to

be undesirable inhabitants of and/or visitors to (sic)
the Colony under the said section 4 (1)(h) and ordered
that they should leave the Colony on or bcefore the léth

February 19582.

The Attorrney General said that he took
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REQORD . the notlce set out above in Paragraph § wbove to be an

r . Order in Council that the Appellants were prohibited im-
a imigrants., The Attorney Gonersl further stated in evi-
.1 . dence that he did not know that the Appellants were Brit-
'}; 1sh subjects.,

Pelb, 1. 15- l6. The Appellants by their Counsel objected to the ad-
n 7, 1. 3. mission of the evidence of the Attorney Géneral snd furthoer
submitted that “in any cvont the alleged arder of the
Governor- in- Council had not been proved, and that neither
the evidenoe of the said Harold Leacock nor that of the
Attorney Goneral wes admissible for the purpose nf -rov-
ing thc all 'ged order. The said objection ard submis-
sion were overruled. o

S

17, The Mogistrate then invited the Solicitor General
to epply for leouve t° amend the informatisn bv adding in
each case the words " and herebyv opplies for an nrder for
~ the removal of the said immigrant in sceordance with Seec-
.11,1,40-tion 23 (1) of the Chap.20 k>,2", The Solicitor General
.12,1.8, d1d s> applv, cnd the Mogistrate granted leave. The Ap-
pellants objccted t the said amendment »n the ground
«12,11.1-that 1t hod the effect ~f instituting fresh oroceedings
' -agdinst them, and csked thoat the infrrmation be dismissed.
‘ The said objectlon was overruled.

= ’d*d

18, The Appellants submit that the effect »f the Magis-~
urate's order was to attempt ( after the prosecution's.

ase had been closed) 15 change void prosecutiosns for a
oriminal "offence™ unknwn to the law into an applicat-
ion to the Magistrate in non-criminal jurisdiction to
order their removal from tha Colony.

19, After the information had been cmended as above
De12,11,9-steted the Mogistrate gave the Respondent lezve to-put in
15. as evidence a copy of an alloged Ordor of the Governor-

in-Jouncil, said to have been mcde on 8th Joaueary, 1952,
notwithstandinb that there was no evidonce that any such
De12,11., Orécr hal been served on the Appellants. The Appel-

12-14, lants objected that swh Orler sh.uld not be aimitted
at that stage, on the grounds that (i) the case f£-r the
prosocution nad clready been ciosed and [(ii) tho allsged
Order had never bocn served on them; but the s2id osbjoc-

p.12,11, tion wag nverruled. The Reosnondent's case was then

'16-20 closed f-r the socond time, subject to the said Order
being mut in loter, and the Apwellents wercec then cealled
upon t» show cause whv .an Or*cr f-r rem~vel shnuld nnt be
madc.

Py12.1,24-20, "he Apnwllant Maurice Roy Musson thereupon gave

p.l5 1,10 evidence in chief non bshalf of both the Appellants, and
the heering was then 2ij urned t» 15%h March 1952 f-r
productiin »f the soid clleged Order anld fnr the cross-
exominaticn »f the Appellant Mourice Roy Musson.

21, At the =2 -urned hearing on 15th Morch 1952 the

S>licitor General, in purpated pursuance ~f the ieuve

granted on 8th March, tendered in evidence not ¢ copy ~f
».15,1.,14 any Order but a d.cument which purported to be nart »f an
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De1B, L1, 15-Executive C~uncil Minutc dvtbd 8th Jonuary 1952. The
19. 4psellent ~biceted to the aimission of the scid document,
but the scid »bjection wes overruled cnd the J cument
admitted., The sail ﬂllvucd Crier of tbe GHovernir- in-
C-uneil wes never put in, 2nd s» far as the #ppellants
can ascertain never existed.
1.15,11.281=22, The anp:llant Miuiice Roy Musson was then cross-
23. exemined and she e se £or thoe anpellants was clowsed.
Pe20=~ 23z On the 27th March 1952 the Magistrate delivered
p.2l,1,18. a reserved Judgment, exopressing himself as satisfied
D

cutive Council on the 8th Jaunuary last under Section
4(1) (h) of the Ordinence $0 be undesirable inhabitants
,1.21- of and/or visitors to the Colony......." and he made an
,1,8, Order for them 40 be removed from the Colony and to be
detained in custody in the meanwhile, He does not ap-
pear to have cmasidored the gucstion whether the Appel-
lants were British subjects or not, or how long they
had been in the Colonv,

2
2
.20 11.3~ that the Anbellants“ were deemed by the Governor in Exe-
7
2
2

pp,25-26. 24. The Appcellants apicaled from the said Orders, and

thelr Appeals were heoard- again being taken together by

consent- on the 16th, 17th and 18th April ,1952, bcefore

Sir Ccell Furness- Smith, C.J. a~d Vincent Brown and Duke,
p.27,11.14-J.J. A prolimimiry ~bjection taken by the Respondent,
p.27,1.16., that no appeal lics from a removal order made by & mag-
P.37,11.39-istratc unler the said Ordinance, was decided by a ma j-

45 ority (Sir Cocecil Turnisgh- Smith, c. J., 2and Dukc,Jd.)in
p.34,11,33-the Appcllaents' fevour, The Qppual itsclf was algo do-

54, p.35, cided ( against tho Apvellants) by a majority (Sir Cecil
ll§55~56 Furness- Smith, C.J., and Vincent~-Brown,J.).

25, The Appcellonts submit thet the judgmont of the
Suprcme Court was vrong and ought to be sct agide for
the following amongst othor

REASONS

1, BECAUSE the preeccdings were defective ab initio,
and should have becer dismigsed by the Magilstrate.

2 BECAUSE thorce was ot no time any evidence that either
of the epwullants wag decmed by the Governor- in~ Councll:
to be cither an ™ undesirable inhabitant" or an "undesir-
eble visitorn,

3 BECAUSE the Mogistrate should not have oilowod
th. Respondent's case to be re-opened, or further evidence
¢-lled.

4, BECAUSE the whole of the evidence whereby the Res-
pondent sought to prove thet the Apellants were prohibited
Immigrants was incdmissible.

5. _ BECAUSE the Msgisirate shouid nct hove permitted
the Resnondent to turn o mseless criminal prosecution



into non-criminal proceedings of a different neture
after the Resnondent's case had been closed.

6, BEEAUSE the Appellants are BxitiSh gubjects and
by virtue of the British Nationdlity Act 1948 they
became citizens ‘£ thoe United Kingdom and Colonies cnd
-as such were and tre entitled to be and remain in tho
Colony without let or hindreance, and thc provisions of
the Immigration Ordinance are { in o far as they may
purport to affect Britigh subjsets whe are citizens
of the United Kingdom.and Colonics) repugnant to the
provisions of the said Act ond therefore void and in-
'gperativo by virtue of the Co;onlal Lows Validity Act
865,

7. BECAUSE, if the Gnvernor- in~- Council intended
or desired thut the Appollants should be devorted, any
‘proceeings or other steps taken agecinst them ought not
to have been taken under the Immigration Ordinance but
should have boon taken under. the Deprrtation (British
Subjeets) Ordincnce Chipter 20 Na,3, the moterial mo-
vigions of which are &.30 set out in the Annexure
herato, Alteriatively,if it was within the discretion
of the Governor- in- Ccuncil, to proncoed cither under
the Imml srotion Ordinance.or under Chapter 20 MNn,3,
the G-vornor- in- Council could not validlv exoroise
his diseretion without boeing informed that the Appel-
+loants were British subjects befors exercising such dis-
cretion; and. the ovidence before the Mogistrate sh-ws
.that the Grvernor- in-:Coundil was not so informed,

- p. . PRI T,
RALPH MILLNER.



ANNEXURE

CHAPTER 20 N».2.

IMMIGRATION ( RESTRICTION)

AN ORDINANCE TO IMPOSE RESTHRL CTIONS ON IMMIGRATION.

-

/-2nd June, 1934 7

Short 1. This Ordincnce may be ¢ited ag the Immigration
Title {Restriction)Ordinoncs, -

Defini- 2, (1) In this Ordinance, unleéss the ¢cnbext Hther-
tinsg w.se requires -~

@ e 08 00 00000000008 s e

" 1mm1brcnt" means & person whn enters the
Colony from a picce mutside the Colony, whether
for the first 2r at any subseguent time;

{2) For the purposes »f this Ordinance & porson
shall be deemed t» belonb to tho Colony if he is a
pritish subjceet cnd -+

(a) was born in- the Colony or of parents whn at
the time ~f his birth were domieiled or ordinarily
resident in the Colony; or

{b) is domieiled in the Colony; or

(¢) 'hes heon ordinarily resident in the Col-
ony continuoualv for & period of scyen veurs

or morc ond since the completion of such period
of rousidence has not been ordinarily residont

in cnvy other part of Hisgs Mcjsstv's dominions

or cny territory under His Majesty's protection,
continuouslv for = period of scven 7¢cars Or MOre;
or

(d) obt.ined tho status of 2 British subject

by roeoson of the gront by the Governor of a cer-
tificote of naturalization under the British
Nationality and St=itus of Aliens Act, 1914, or
the Local Noturalization Ordinonce; or

(e) is a depcndant of a poursom to whom any of
the foregoing pcrographs applics

(3} ° Tor tha purposvs of this Ordinanco o person
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~!shall be deemed to belong to a particular place
outside the Colony if he is & netional of the
Country or State of which that place forms part
or of which it is a dependensy and -

(a) was .born in that place.......etc

3, (1) The Governor may appeint a Chief Immigration
Officer and also immigration officers.for all or any
specified parts of the Colony for the purpose of carrying
out the provisions of this Ordinance. ':
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4, (1) The following persons (not being persons
deemed to belong to the Colony as defined by sub sec-
tion (2) of scotion (2), arc rrobibitod  furlgranis:

S 6 00 0005860060800 000¢00048 0>

- (n) any person who from information or adviece
which in the opinion of .the Governor-in-
Council -is reliable information or advice

ig deemed by the Governor-in-Council to be
ag-undesirable inhabitant of or visitor to
the Colony"

.‘...l........

(3) No appeal shall lie agalnst the decision of
the Govérnor in Council in regard to any of the
persons mentioned in paragraphs (g), (h) and (1)
of subsection (1) of this section unless such

~appeal be directed to identity only of the per-
son offected by the decision,

oe o¢oo'ooooicoooo-oo

6.. The following porsons or classes of poersons shall

. not ‘be prohibited 1mmibrants for the purpcoses of this
Ordlnanuc' :

(ay.perswns who belong:to th Colony as defined
- by subseetion (2).of Section 2;

(v) persons in the service of the Governmcnt of
the Conlony;

{c) members of His Majusty's regular navel, mile
itary or air forces;

(8) persons whn aro duly accredited to the Colony

sub-para {(h) is printed as amended by the Immigration

(Restrietinn) ( Amendwent) Ordinance, 1943, N»,26.
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T by or under the authority of His Majesty or
the Government of any foreign state, and the
gtaff of any §uch persons;

(e) the dependants . of the persons enumerated in
the previous paragraphs of this section;

* (£f) any other persons or class of persons to whom
this section may ve applied by regulation.

& % 6 P8 S P OO 604N oe e

Tmmigration 10. (1) An 1mmigmation officer may for the purpose of
officer may making further inquiry postpone deciding whether a person
postpone de- is a prohibited immigrant for a period not excceding
cision and sixty ‘days.
grant tempom- _ ‘
ary permit. (2) An immigration officer mzy grant a permit for

' an immigrant to disembark without prejudice to the

question whether he is a prohibited immigrant.

(3) Immigration officers moay grant permits. for pro-
hibited 1mm1grants to remain in the Colonv for temporary
purposce in accordance with the provisions of this Or-
dlnanoe.‘

40 sesreooncvssesssennes

Permits for 12, The Governor, or by his directio-n any immlgratlon

prohibited officer, may grant a permit for a prchibited immigrant

immigraents to enter and remain in the Colony subject to such con-

to reside ditions as to duration and place of residence, occupa-

in the tion, security to be furnished, or any other matter or

Colsny thing, whether similar to those before enumerated or
not, as the Governor may thint expeddent.

0..Q.'O"l....l‘...'.l..ll

Prohibition 16, Except as othorwise specially provided by 5his Or-
of entry by dinonce no prchibited immigrant shall enter ths Colony,
prohibited and an immigration officer shall cause & prohibited
immigrant  immigrant entering or found within the Colohy (having
' entered after tho commoencement of this Ordinance) 19
"be removed thercfrom in the manner hercinafter provided

Orders for 17, An immigration officer who deccides that a person

prohibited 1is & prohibited immigront may in his discretionty

immigrants o

to leave (a) if the immigrant arrived by sca, order him to leave

the colony the Colony and proceced immcdiately in the same vesscl
in which he crrived;

(b} order him to leave the Colony within sixty dsys of
his entcring the Colony and, if the immigration officer
thinks fit, by a specified vessel; or

{c) cause him t2 be arrested and brought befure a
Mogistrate's court with a vicew to an order being made
for his removal.
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Appeal og~ 18, (1) Wheneover lecve to enter .the Colony is withheld
ainst deten-by an immigrotion officer or whonever any person is
ti-n or re- detained, restricted or.arrested as a prohibited im=
striction migrant, notice of that fact end the grounds -of rcfusal,
nf prohib- detention, restriction or arrest shall be given by tho
ited immig- officer to such person in the preseribed form. If such
rant notice is given within seven daya of the arrival of any
d{rmigrant the immigration officer giving such notice
shall also inform, if known, the master of local agont
or owner »f the vessel by which the 1mmigrant arrived
that suech notice has been glven.

(2) Every immigrant to whom such notice has been
given may appeal to the noarest Magistrate's court,
Notice of the appenl must be given to thé Magistrate's
court and to the immigretion officer within seven days
of the decision appealed against. ' An appeal shall lie
from the decision of the Magistrate's court to the Full
Court, ~ No fee shall be charged for the heuring of any
appeal. :

. {3) Whenever an appeal to the Full Oourt is entered
at the instonce of the immigrant, the Mogistrate or a
Judgs of ‘the Supreme Court may, on the apltcation of an
immigrotion officer, require the immigrant to give the
rregorived security within a time to be fixed: by the
Magistrute or the Judge, and on the failure of the im-
nigrant to give.such security the notice of nppeal shall
ro longer be affective uwid the appeal shall be deemed %0
hove bveen withdrawn. ,

. . (4) Pending the hoaring. of an apoeal to the Magls~
.trate's ‘eourt no warrant shall be '{'wsued or enforced for
~-ths removal as a prohibited immigrant of the person so

appaling, but should it be Leld on the hearing of any
.sudh appeal-thet the immigrant t6 whom natice has been

given under subscction (1). of this section is a prohibited
'hmmbrant and should no anpeal t7 the Full CHurt from such
dec.sion be cnterod within onc week of the date of such
declsion, or on failure to give security ag roeguired by

the rrcceding subbsection, the Magistrate shall issue a

..werrng for the romoval: of. the prohibited immigrant. 1In
1iko manner:.should it be held on bppoal- to the Full Court
that the appellant is a »rohibited immigrant a Judge

.'ghall issuc a Warrant for tho. rpmovrl nf tho“prohibited

. 1mmim nt
Tomporary 19 () Whenever -
permite :
pend- (8 a prohibited immigrant has deliversd notice of
inglap- ‘ ameal, :
nea

(v a prohibited immib“&nt is Oruerul to- leave the
‘Co.ony, :

(¢ an immigration officer postpones deeiding whether
a jerson is a prohibited immigrant, or
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(1) security is requirc? t> be given in respect of
an immigrent,

the immigration officer may g¢rant a permit for the im-
migrant to remain in the Colony for so long &s the im-
migration officer considers necessay

(2) In lieu of granting the permit or on revocation
or expirctisn »~f the permit, the immigrotion officer mey
cause the immigrant to be arrested and drought beforc a
Mogistrote who mav either order the nermit t5 be granted,
restored, or renewcd and the immigrant %5 be reclcased, or
nrder the immi, rent to be deained in custody until theo
matter is diszosed o or until an opnoriunity occurs for
him to leave the Colony, as the case may regquire

LA BRI R BN B I I I B R O I R BB Y
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22, (1) If eny pers~n is held tc be o nrohibited immige
rans thon, subjoct to the provisicne of this Ordinance
and the terms of any permit granted thereunder, any
Uagietrate may, on the anplication of an immigration of-
2icer or of any peracn deputed in writing by the Chief
immigration Officer for the purpose of making such appli-
catirn, order the immigrant to be removed from the Colon
ond in the meantime t2 be dstained in custody: Provided
thet no a-plication for such order shall be entertained in
th: case of a British subjeect (not being a person who
ensered the Colony in contravention of subsection (1) of
Section 8 or who, on entering the Colony, contravened or
failed to comply with subsections(2) or (3) of Sectionl8)
unless the aprlication is made -

a) if he entered the Colony in accordance with a
permit granted under section ll, within 2 years
after the date cn which sueh {mmigrant should -
have presented himself in person to the immigra-
tion officer for examination;

(6 If he entered the Colony in accordance with a
permit granted under secctions 12 or 13, within
2 years after expiry »f such pormit;

(c) in any ccse in whica an appeol has been made %o
" Magistrate's Court or the Full Court, against
¢t decision that he is a prohibited immigrant,
wthin 2 years ofter the determination of the
Qpeal;

(d) if4ve entered the Colony in accordance with a
pemit granted under gection 19 pending decision
of n immigration office¢r as to whether he is
or &« nct a prohibited immigrant within two
yells after the dccision of the immigration of-
fice» thet he iz o prohibited immigrant;

(e) in otwr cases, within 2 yecrs of his arrivwal
in th: Colony

x This secticanas been amended in 1941 and 1945
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CHAPTER 20, NO.3.
DEPORTATION (:BRITISH SUBJECTS)
AN ORDINANCE T0 REGULATE THE DEPORTATION OF
UNDESTRABLE BRITISH SUBJECTS 4ND FOR SIMILAR
PUR POSES.
[“June 2nd, 1936 _7/

1. This Ordinsnce may be cited as the Deportotion
(British Subjects) Ordinence. :

[CICEECEE AR A B I R A )
L

3. TPower to make dedortation nrders in respect of
mmigrant British sub*ects who do n° belﬂnb to
the Colony 7

4. [TPowor to mcke rostriction ordurs in respect Of

British subjécts 7

5. [T Power $> meke_security orders in res-oct »f Brit-

igh qubieet

s s 00 e s 000 ere

21,  Nothing in thig Ordinence ¢ ntained shall be

taken to restrict in anv manner the »Hperation ~f the Im-
migration ( Rectrlctlﬁn) Orinance, or tho pwers con-
ferred on the Govern~r, & Ma_istrate, or en immi_raticn
officer by that Orulnanne.



N>, 39 2f 1952

IN THE PRIVY COUNCIL

ON_APPEAL FROM THE SUIREME
COURT OF TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO

BETWEEN:

MAURICE ROY MUSSON AND
VIVIAN MARJORIE MUSSON

Appe;lants

- and -

“

THELMO L. RODRIGUEZ

Reswpndent

CASE FOR THE APPELLANTS

s

HY. S. L. POLAK & CO,
20/21, Took's Court,
Cursitonr Stroed,
L>ndon, E.C.4,

Solicitors for tle Apnellants.




