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The following are the reasons for judgment of 
the Court delivered orally in English by 

PRATTE J.: This is a section 28 application to set 
aside a decision of the Immigration Appeal Board 
under subsection 71(1) of the Immigration Act, 
1976, S.C. 1976-77, c. 52, determining that the 
applicant is not a Convention refugee. 

The applicant had submitted newspaper articles 
in support of his contention that the members of 
the tribe to which he belonged were persecuted by 
the Ethiopian authorities. The Board refused to 
consider those articles on the ground that "the 



Board cannot consider newspaper articles as evi-
dence on which it can base its decision." This 
statement, in our view, discloses an error of law. 
Newspaper articles may or may not have probative 
value according to the circumstances of each case. 
They may afford reasonable grounds to believe 
that a refugee claim could be established upon a 
hearing of the application; they may also be an 
element in establishing a well-founded fear of per-
secution. For those reasons, they had to be con-
sidered and weighed by the Board in making a 
decision under section 71. 

For those reasons, the application will be 
allowed, the decision under attack will be set aside 
and the matter will be referred back to the Board 
for disposition on the basis that the newspaper 
articles submitted by the applicant must be con-
sidered and weighed by the Board in reaching its 
decision. 
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