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iiv~il l~five tr•v~l c<:·n . .:essio:..-i f•.:::i.lii.:.y ,,.'it.h the 
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ID'.urinr;J 1990 i:h2 •i_:,i:·lic~:wt •cd his :Z•rnily memb~rs •l:::.~ 
f 

in In3!•.fn connecti0n with their ~v•iling ~f f~cility 

the n1les. 
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~v~iled himself of the l~~ve tr~vel concessi~n 

he w~a n0t entitled to the s~ij c0nc~ssi~n to visit 

1988-1989:. 

5. Duriri·.;i· the •rgum~nts the le•rned ·::ou11sel fer 

Tr-vel C0nc~ssion Rul~s, ~8th Editi~n,1991. He h~d 

i:n the fil.""3:t sub J.:ilocl: «n-:'l. •nywh~re in Ir.-li.a. ia the 
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performe3, for which cl~im h~s ~~en pr~ferred ~n1 

6. We h~ve c~refully considerei the m~tter in 

did n0t reject the cl~im of the ~~~lic~nt wheR 
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•pplici:lnt being ii -J<:1W p• id govermn~r:t serv6i.r.t 
' 

c~~nsel for the applicant. 
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8. Th~re,filL,nc' •:•rder as to 
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