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JUDGMENT ON SENTENCE — 3rd RESPONDENT

1, The 3% Respondent has been found guilly of professi cml misconduct being o breoch of
section 82{1){b) of the Legal Practifioners Decree 2009. The porticulars of which are:-

Dr. MUMAMMAD SHAMSUD-DEAN SAHU KHAN o legal practiioner, befween the
130 day of March 2008 and the 25 day of Moy 2009, execufed o Deed of
Inclemnity and Guaranfee with one Sashi Kiran Fratap, which provided that the
scridd D Suhammod Shomsud-Dean Sahu Khan would arrange ot his own costs ¢
foan of $120,000 for Sushi Kiran Pratap fo pay one Mohammed Farouk Afl, who
was the soid D Muhammad Shamsud-Dean's client, when the said Sashi Kiran
Pratap had direcdy paid the sum of $130,000 fo one Ambika Nond the registered
awner of Crown Leose 16375, and in exchange  the soid Sashi Kiran Pratap would
provide Dr. Muhammered Shamsud-Dean Sohu Khan with her irevocable outhority
fo take action for domages agoinst the Regisfrar of Tifles and or the Allomey
General and In the event thot no domages were recovered from the civil suil,
that the soid Dr. Muhommad Shavmsud-Deon Sohu Khon would hake full
responsibility for paying the tenders In respect of the sum of $120.000, and which
Deed the soid Dr. Muhammad Shomsud-Deon Sahy Khan subsequ&nﬂy fodted o
honour when he purportedly on beholf of the tenders, infliated colvil proceedings
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in the Ba Magistrates Cowrt aguinst the said Soshi Kiran Pratap for failing o repay
the loan amount and accrued inderests to the respecihive lenders, after the o
sult against the Registrar of Tifles and the Aftorney General was dismissed, which
conduct ccoured in connecfion with the said Dr. Muharmmod Shomsud-Daon
Sohu Khan's practice of law ond would justify a finding that the said Dr,
Muharmmad Shormsud Sahu Khan is not o fit and proper person fo engoge i
fegal practice.

2. ihe evidence shows o course of conduct, the viclim of which wos Sashi Kiron Pratap {the
purchaser). Shs wos  member of the community who negolicted the purchase of ¢
parcel of land for $130,000 and endead up with a fille that is encumbered by a mortgage
to the Reserve Bank and a judgment debt to Mohommed Farouk All. After "assisance”
from: the 3n Respondent she hod o debt to two lenders, clients of the 39 Respondent in
the sum of $120,000 and shilf had the morigage and judgment on her fille,

3. The 3¢ Respondent coused terms of settlement fo be aentered in mater 275 of 20071 on
behalf of the purchaser whereby she agreed fo the morigoge being noled on her
fransfer as @ prior encumbrance to facilitate registration of the tronsfer io her,
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4, He oiso sntered into o Deed of Guaraniee and indemnily with the purchaser the terms
of which provided:-
“The purchaser shall pay to the judgment creditor the sum of 120,000 as purchase price
again as i the safe was under the said orders;

The Guarantor shall at his own costs In all things whaisvever arrange the loan of
$120,000 to pay the judgment creditor the purchase price referred to in paragraph |
herein;

(i} The purchaser shall take action of damages against the Registrar of Titles for noi
registering the said transfer when it was lodged for registration in 2006°

(iti  Whatsoever damages are received or pavable to the purchaser shall be payable
to the Guarantor absolutely

(i} The purchaser gives his irrevocable authority to Guarantor to take any action for
damages against the Registrar of Titles andior the Attorney General in the name
of the purchaser

(v} If the purchaser shall for any reason whalsoever terminate this irrevocable

authority to the Guorantor thes: this Guarantee and Indemnily hervein shall be
immediately cancelled and shall become null and void,




In consideration of the matters in paragraph 3 hevein the Guarantor hereby given this
Guarantee and Indemnity that if no damages are recovered from the Registrar of Titles
andior the Attorney General under the said proposed claim for damages then the
Guarantor shatl take the full responsibility of paying the lender in vespect of the sum of
$120.000 to be borrowed by the purchaser to pay the purchase price of $120,000
referred to In paragraph 1 herein.”

Following the falled procsedings in matter 275 of 2007 Lautoka the 3¢ Respondent
refused to take action against the Registrar of Tiies and the Attomey General uniass the
purchaser paid $2,000 and gave instructions to appeol that decision.

. She refused aned he freated the guarantee and indemnity at an end.

Mo procesdings have been loken to recover damages pursuont fo the lerms of the
Deed but proceedings have besan commenced n the Ba Magistrates Court against the
purchaser by the 3 Respondent fo recover the surm of $60,000 plus costs and interest at
10% per annum from 25 May 2009 on beholf of the ossignees of one half of the moneys
advonced.

The Applicant submits that the gravamen of the 3¢ Respondent’s conductis his foliore to
honour the terms of the Deed of Guorantee and Indemnity dated 13% March 2008,

The 39 Respondent refers the Commission o page 52 of the franscript of the 19% January
20011 and in particular

Dr, Sahs Khaw And you decided not te appeal

Withass We have always decided we will not appeal

Dy, Sahu Khan: And then you decided not to engage me to take legal procesdings against the
Registrar of Titles

Witnesy Fes siv

Dr. Seahu Khan: S you decided whatever anthority you gave me before to tuke any vction fo

appeal yor withdrew that

Witness : Yea siv

Dr. Saha Khaw And then afler these actfons no firther proceedings were taken against the
Regisirar of Tiiles

Witness : Na sir



0. The instructions were irevocably given o the 3« Respondent on execufion of the Desd

(R

13.

14,

on the 13 of March 2008 to “fake any acfion for domages ogoinst the Registror of Titles
andfor the Atformey Generalin the name of the purchaser”.

. Mo instructions were given “fo foke any gction to appedl” and therefore such instructions

coic not be withdrawrn.

The purchaser became the client of the 3@ Respondent on entesing the Deed. There b
no mention in the Deed of Mr M K Sahu Khan or that the 39 Respondent is acting os the
agent of MK Sahu Ehan.

The 3« Respondent in his submissions [page 2, paragraph 2] says that “the Acfion to be
foken by the 3 Respondent was merely an anclfary molted” and “....that ot oft material
times the Complainand Sashi Kiran Protap waos represented by her own Independent
Soficitor ....". This is an allsmpt {o minimise the seriousness of the conduct,
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The chronclogy of evenis set out on page 3 of the ¥ Respondent's submissions is nat
supporied by the evidence.

“(3)  f was only when the 3% Respondent intended to sell the property under the judgment coveat that
application was made on behalf of the Registrar of Titles and the Director of Lands to be joined o3
Interveners andfor interested porties.

Likewise it way af that stoge an application was made on behall of the Complainant Sashi Kiran
Pratap to be joined us intervener andfor Third Parte.  The Orders were so made and from then
omwards they were mude parties to the proceedings.

(4 Then there were appearances Ise:{r:rre the High Court in Lautoka. Then there weve various
discussions, inter alia, between the 3 Respondent's firm Subu Khan and Salns Khan s solicitors
Jor LC and Sashi Kiran Pratap. By that fime it was discovered that there was a mortgage on
Lease Number 5375 which pwportedly waz brought forward on the Lease Number 16373, Late
Mr M K Sabu Khan of the firm of M K Sahy Khan ond Company way acting oz solicitors ad
cownsel for Sashi Kiran Pratap and not the 3" or 4" Responden,

i3 There were very substardial discussions to settfe the muiter between the JC and Soshi Kiron
Pratap. Accordingly, the Terms of Settlement was signed by the respective solicliors.

As part of the settiement the 3 Respoadent had agreed to twrange a loan of $120,000 loan for
Sashi Kiran Pratap so thae the J.C condd be poid off and put out of the piotwre. This loan was
arvanged and the JC was peid off. The cheques and receipts wera produced of the hearing

(il Further the 3 Respondent bad agreed with late My M K Saku Kkan that if the conrt decision
C wen f:rgmmgr Sashi Kiran Pratap then the ¥ Respondeni should assist i the appeal against the
decdsion. "
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15, The sequence of evenls rom the evidence is -

s 310707

+ 120308

s 130308
o« 020908

Judgment in favour of Mohammed Forouk Al registered
on CL 16375 following the making of a declaration by the
39 Respondent that the file had been searched and
there were no encumbronces;

Terms of Sethement sxeculed in malter 265 of 2007 which
proviged:

Terms of Settlement

“¢i)  The Crown Lease No 16375 (“the soid lease”) be registered in the
name of SASHI KIRAN PRATAP (father's name Dhawi Ram } (“The
Prrehaser™ ta consideration of the Purchaser paying the sum of 3120000 to the
Plaintiff as purchase prive under the Ovders of the court made on the 24* day of
October 2007 and 17" day of Janwary 2008,

2 T avoid additional expenses # s agresd berwoen the plaintiff and the
purchaser that the crrrent transfer of the said lease lodged with the Registrar o
Titles for registration from the first defendant to the purchaser sholl be deemed
to be trangfer from the plaintiff to the purchaser pursuance of the oeders of sale
rrade by the couri on the 24" day of October 2007 and 17" day January 2008,

The Plaintiff shall indemnify the Purchaser in respect of any amount that may be
pavabia to the morigagee wnder Mortgage No: 201344 ("The Said Mortgage} if
it 5 held thet the said morigage has been validly endorsed by the Registrar of
Titles on the said lease and the debt under the said morigoge is payable to the
morigagee by the purchaser and subjest to the above and Habiity arising under
the said merigage by the purchaxer In favowr of the morigagee that the frangfer
hevein fo be registeved i the name of the purchaser shall be subject to the saidd
mortgage and the caveat number 260036 of the Director of Lands.

The purchasar shall be «t liberty fo take any action for demages against any
other party that she deems fit except against the plaintiff herein”

Deed of Indemnity and Guorantee executad;
Purchaser joined as o party to proceedlings 265 of 2007.

16, i Is confusing as fo how the terms of selifernent in Matler 265 of 20071, where the Plolintiff
was Mohammad Earauk All and the Defendant was ambika Nond [ond they as of 120 of
(Mareh ey 2008 were the only porfles), were executed on behalf of Sashi Kiran Pratap, who
was not a parly, but were nol executed by or on behalf of Ambika Nand the Defendant,

17. The beneficiary of this very condusing state of affairs was the Ploinliff/ Judgment Creditor
the client of the 3¢ Respondent as he obiained his money.
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18, The statement made in porograph 4 poge 3 of the 39 Respondent’s submissions “by thaf
time It was discovered that there was o morfgage on lease no 5375 which purportedly
was broughtf forward on the lease no 163757 b not corect and can only be inferpreted
s infended o mislead the Commission.

19, To enable regisiration of the judgment on 31 July 2007 the 3¢ Respondent made o
dectaration stating

‘4, { kow that the said Ambika Nand (father s name Puran Nond} previowsly of Varoka, B, buyinessman
is the ragistered proprictor of the said lanid s I have cansed u search of the Tile made af the Title s Office.

3. The registored estate and interest of Ambika Nand (father's name Puran Nond) previously of Varoka, Ba,
businessman n the said Land iy not subject to any Hens, leases, morigages or encumbranves whitsoever 5o
Jar as I am informed and verily believe, except Caveat No. 260056.7

20. There & no evidence to suggest that caveat no. 260056 was brought down but thot the
mortgage was not. The title search of 31 July, 2000 was not tendered in evidence by the
3 Responcient,

)

21. There is no avidence before the Commission to support the contention in paragraph 6
page 3 of the 3¢ Respondent's submissions:

* Further the 39 Respondent had agreed with fofe M K Sohu Khon that i ihe court
decision went against Sashi Kiron Pratap then the 3¢ Respondent should assist in the
appeal agoinst the decision.”

This contention s repeated in paragraph 7 page 4 of the submissions.

22, The 3¢ Respondent acknowledges in poragraphs 7 and 8 on page 4 of his submissions
that the Purchaser wos his client

“t7iThe ¥ Respondent was reasonably eonfident and had very sivong basls In his view that the

purported transfer of the encumbrances of the morigage from the lpase monber 5373 on to the

lease 13673 was null and void in view of the clear provivions of the Lond Tramsfer Aet

Accordingly, he hud agreed with lote M K Sahn Khan that he will do the appeal on behalf of Sashi
Kiron Pratap. However, he had o talk to the complainant personally to do all that was recesvory

as requived by the Rides and Professional Practice partiowlarly Rule 8.1 of the Rules of
Professionat Conduet and Proctive under the Legal Practitioners Decree,

(8} 4ceordingly, since he had agreed also do the appeal and also to claim damagey on behalf of
Saxhi Kiran Pratap, he needed hor fo come and see kim to give the necessary instractions efe and
to eomply with the said Rule 8.1,




23

24.

25

26.

However, he hod made it abundantly ciear t late M K Sabhu Khan that he will only see her
provided he or o representative of his firm to be present when he was dizcussing the matter with
her. As a result on the appointed date and time Sashi Kivan Pratap came to His office with her
husband aiet her son, and auother lady and man and Pratimea who was sot only clevk of M K Sohi
Khan & Campany bt was a very much conversant with the proceedings. At that meeting the b
Respondent very strongly advised Sashi Kiran Pratap to appent and had agreed that he will do the
appeal with M K Sahu Khaw & Company only on the hasis at that stage of disbursement and that
his feex will only be payable |f the appeal was successfd, That is Iis estimated disbhursement was
$35.000 10 37,000, She then went away and said will come baek to him and she did nat come back,
Tha 7 Respondent was very much concerned as the appenl had 1o be filed in time otherwise she
will {oge the right to appeal.

Furthermore, at thut meeting he had very strongly advised her that she has very good grounds Jor
elaiming damages againit the Registrar of Titles for what he sivongly felt was unlawfid entering af
the purported morigage on the Title ay the endorsement was made in s very strong view
absalutely contrary to the Provisions of Land Transfer Adt.

it s unclear as fo why when the 39 Respondent was being careful 1o comply with the
Client Core provisions [Clause 8.1] of the Rules of Professionat Conduct and Practice et
suicu-mi’rs.:*(i[l

“Hewaver, ke wade # abundantly clear to late Mr M K Saku Khar that he will only see her
provided he or a representaiive of hix flrm to be present when he was discussing the oxatter with
her” '

The confusion is compounded by paragraph 10 page 5 of the subrmissions

“When Sashi Kiran Pratap did sot return (o see him and the fime for appeal was expirving he sent her
letters. Al letters that he wrote so Sashi Kiran Pratap were copied fo Messrs M K Sohu Khan &
Company as he wanted them to be fully aware of the 3 Respondenis communication with Sashi Kiran
Pratap since thay were still ke yolicitors.”

The submissions to this point are nof only conlused but are misleading.

The Applicant submits the 39 Respondent had o confraciual obligation by virtue of the
Deed together with an ethical and professional obligation to enswre that the ferms of the
Desd were honourad and that he breached dll three obligations. With this submission |
agree however the conduct wis exacerbated when he commenced recovery oction In
the Ba Maglsirates Court against the Purchoser for one half of the moneys advanced
pursuant fo the Deed.

It is necessary 1o look of the lotality of the conduct of the 3¢ Respondent from the time
the ferms of setfiement were executed on the 129 of March 2008 unlil the present when
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27.

28.

9.

30,

3L

4z

he still seeks fo prosecule the coim in the Ba Magishates Cowrt and has made
dsleading gdomissions to s Commisson,

The person who received no consideration despite the Terms of the Deed and the Terms
of Setflement waos the Purchaser. The 3¢ Raespondent was clearly diiven by self interast fo
the jeopardy of the Purchaser. The conduct of the proceedings in matter 265 of 200571 &
a disgrace. For a senior lowyer to expect o solisfactory oulcome from proceedingd
conducted in the manner that the proceedings were conducted is unbelievable.

The totality of the 3% Respondent’s conduct including his misleading submissions o this
Cormmission Is reprehsansible,

The offence for which the 3¢ Respondent has been found guilly & pursuant to section
8200k} of the Legal Procfiioners Decree.  That sechion rélevondly provides thot
professional misconduct thal includes corduct of o legal proctitionsr whether oocuring
in connection with the practice of law or occuring otherwise than in connection with the
practice of faw that woadd, if established, justify a finding thoat the praciilioner is not o it
and proper person 1o engoge inlegal prachics.

Section 121 of the Legal Practiioners Decree sebs forth the powers of the Commission
upon o finding of professional misconduct or unsofisfaciory professionat conduct, The
ultimate sanction s Hat the legul proctitioner's nome be shuck from the mll oand the
most lenient penaity s o reprimond.

When considaring the appropriode pencily it is nocessary to consider not only the nature
of the misconduct but also those of the following issues os are relevant-

i} The frecuency of the misconduct and pror finding of misconducth

ii] The lawyers age angd prolessionad experence;

it The lawyers ottitude;

v The lawyers {lock of) appreciation of wrong doing:

fwl Testimonical and opinions by thitd porties;

fvil Hiness and stressars suffered by the lawyer;

fvii)  The loss suffered by third parties as o result of the lawyers misconduct,

il The low aready suffered by the lawyer personally as the result of the misconduct,

if satisfied that the conduct is on soloted blight on on untfamishaed professional coareer
then o less severe penally may be appropriate ~ Legal Practitioners Conduct 8 \
Micholson [2006) 243 1515 293,




34,

35.

36,

37.

38.

32,

40,

41.

. The level of experience moy be relevant ond it ray, if the misconduct is a one-off in and

otherwise unblemished lengthy professional career, support the conclusion thot it wos
entirely out of character and does nof warrant a severe disciplinary sanction, dependont
of course on the serowsness of the misconduct -« Chomberloin v Aystrali it
ferdtory Law Sociely (1993) 118 ALR 54,

South Wales Bor Associalion v Evat {1948} 117 CLR 177 ot 184

#wears soid in Mew

"The Respondent’s follure to understand the error of his ways of ifself demonsfrates his
unfilness to belong to o profession where, in practice, the client must depend on the
standards as well os the skilf of his professional odviser.”

It is not in lssue thot the 39 Respondent wos admifted in New Zedlond in 1964 ond
commenced praclice in Fil in thot same yeor. He graduated in 1963 and graduated
with Masters Degres with honors in 1964 in 1945 he obfained o Doctorate of Philosophy,

The 3 Respondent’s practice in Fji was inilially with his fother, then wilth his brothers,
penuliimately with his dovghiser ond then on his own agccount,
3

The 39 Respondent has a distinguished carser and hos confibuted significontly as a
member of the Hi Law sociely sepving os ifs president from 1983 1o 1987,

He hos contibuted significantly to his comemunity in varous capacities perbaps the most
notable of which is his parficipation in the Fii Football Association which commenced
with his prasidency of the Ba Football Association in 1949 leading to him being president
of the Fill Football Associahion from 1985 1o dade,

He had olso had o distinguished involvement with football in Oceania and  throughout
the world,

Referances have been produced from his peers and he has in the course of his
submissions given on undertaking fo the Commission to conduct on behalt of the

Purchaser an aclion clalming damoges against the Reglskor of Titles. The same action
that was envisaged in the Deed of Guarantes and Indemnity,

I Ziems v Prothonotory of the Supreme Court of NSW /10571 97 (LR 279 Kitto | said

"t has heen said before, and in thly case the Chief Justice of the Supreme Cowrt has sald again, ot the
Bar is no ordinary profession or ocexpation.  These are not empty words, nor is it thelr purpose to express
oF encouvage professional pretensions. They should be wnderstosd as o reminder that a hayvister s more
than his clent's confidant, adviser and advocare, and viust thergfore possess more than honesty, learning
and forensic ability. He is, by virtue of a long radition, in a relationship of intimate collaboration with
Judges, as well @ with his fellow-members of the Bar, in the high task of endeavoring 1o make successful
the service of the lew to the commumity. That Is a delicote relatiorslip, o carvies exceptional privileges
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A2,

43,

44,

435.

and exceptional ehligations. I o bareister is found to be, for any reason, an wisidtable persos fo share
the enjoyment of those privileges and in the effective discharge of those responsibilities, he is not a fit ond
proper person to resois af the Bav "

In Lgw Society of New South Woles v Forerman [1994] 34 NSWLR 408 the New South Walss
Court of Appeal when dedling with an apped from the Legal Professional [isciplingry
Tribwncd saic ot 444

“The disciplingy jurisdiction remains ong conceraed with whether the soliciior Iy a fit and proper pesson
to be held out by the court as sueh ... In deciding whether & person is a fit and proper person for this
purpose, the court may, in aceordance with the cireumstances, take into account maftter going bepond the
mere protection of the public against similar misconduct. The court may consider the character af the
practiticner or those aspects of it relevant 1o the office of a solicitor. A soficiior may affirm and sincerely
believe that she will not offend again. But the character of the salicitor — demonstrated by the offence or
otherwise — may be such that no sufficient reliance con be placed wpon that gffirmation... & §s also, I think
relevant for the court 1o take into acconnt the effect which its order will have upon the understanding, the
profession and amongst the public, of the standord of behavior reguired of solicitors. The cowrt will a0
doubt, where appropriate, articulate the stunderds requived and that they are gh. However, the court
must, [ think, also take into account the effect spon what it has said of, for exomple a decision to allow o
soficitor guilly of o serious infrinpament of those stundurds, to continue fo proctise.”

The New South Woles Court of Appeal was there dealing with o legal practitioner who it
WS acknowledged was one of the leading practifiones in her field In Ausiralics,

in New South Wales Bar Association v Cumimins {2001] 52 NSWLR 279 Speigimaon CJ scid
al page 284

“Monesty and integrity are important in many spheres of conduet. However, in some spheres significant
public interest arve involved in the conduct of particular persons and the state regulates and restricts those
who are entitled 1o engage in those activities and acquive privileges associated with a particular status.
The legal profession has long required the highest standards of integrity.

There are four interrelated interests involved. Chients feel secure in conducting their secrels and entrusting
their mast personed affairs 1o lawyers. Feflow partitionars must be able to depend implicitly on the word
endd behaviewr of their collsagues. The judiciary must have confidence in the legal profession by reason of
the central rote the profession plavs in the administration of fustice. Many aspects of the administration qf
fusiice depend on the irust by the judiciary wed/or the public in the performance of professivnal obiigations
by professional peaple.”

The submission of the Applicant thot the 3% Respondent's sfanding in the profession and
in the communiiy are an aggravation of the misconduct is supporied by the words of
Spaigimen CJ in New South Wales Bar Association v Cummins ot paragragph 30 where he
st '

"I the present case, wnlike ather cases, the barpister did not admil that his actions have jeopardized the
reputation awd stavding of v legal profession.  There is no doubt, however, that ke has done s0. The
conduct of the barrister, partisulorly a barvister who has received the distinotion of a Commission a5 one
of Her Majesty's Counsel, who has behaved in such complete disregard of B legal and civie ebligations,
was neeessartly such as to bring the entive legal profession into disrepute.”
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CONCLUSION

46,

47,

48.

49,

32

53.

Hoving found that the 34 Respondent’s conduct would jusiify o finding that he & not o fit
and propar person fo engage in legaol practice i is now for the Commission 1o consider if
the totality of the conduct, circurmstances and the antecadends of the 39 Respondent
do justity such o finding.

The: authodties leave no dould as to the special position g legal proctifioner holds and
the responsibilities thot flow from that special position.

I & country such as Fiji whete the lavel of Eifemé;y and understanding is not os high asin
developed countries the position held by o legal practitioner & even more special and
the responsibififies are even grealer,

It follows from 1o the authorities that the seniorily and nolordely of the 39 Respondent
exacerbgates the conduct and does not mitigate it

. the public must be protected from conduct of the type dispidyed by the 3d Respondend

in this matter, Young practifioners must be made fo realize thot this fype of conduct s
nod gocaptobie,

. There is therefore no aiternate for me but 1o order thed the nome of the 3d R&esmnc}fen?

be struck from the roll of legal practitioners,

| am left then to deal with the suin of $120,000,00 borowed by the purchoser Fom ollenls
of the 3 espondent and the recovery action belng token in the 8o Magishates Court
with respect o one halt of this amount,

In view of the conduct of the 39 Respondent | find it just that he indemnify the purchaser
for these moneys o3 he would hove hod he acted In accordance with the ’rerms of the
Ceead,
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ORDERS

1

JOHN CONNORS

That Muhammed Shomsud-Dean Sahu Khon's nome be struck from the roll of legal
prochilionars,

The 3% Respandent is 1o indemnify the purchaser with respect to any moneys payable by
her as a result of the aclions commenced by him on behalf of Lalg Kishors Singh and
Ram Noroyan in the Ba Magistrates Court whether such moneys are payable to the
Plaintilfs therein or to the purchoser's solicitor,

The 3 Respondent is fo poy ot principal ond interest owing on the pon in the sum of
$120.000.00 referred io in the Deed of Guaranfee and Indemnity within 28 days.

Witness expeanses in the sum of $478.00 are to be paid o the Commission within 28 days.

The 39 Respondent s 1o lodge his passport(s] with the Commission within 24 hours for
ratention until orders 2.3 and 4 are complied with,

)

COMMISSIONER

iz



