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Order Regarding Anonymity

Pursuant to rule 14 of the Tribunal Procedure (Upper Tribunal) Rules 2008,
the appellant and/or any member of his family, expert, or witness is granted
anonymity. 

No-one  shall  publish  or  reveal  any  information,  including  the  name  or
address of the appellant, likely to lead members of the public to identify the
appellant  (and/or  other  person).  Failure  to  comply  with  this  order  could
amount to a contempt of court.
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Appeal Number: UI-2024-000162

1. I sat with Upper Tribunal Judge Macleman on 29 February 2024 where we found
an error of law in this case.  Put very shortly, at paragraph 13 of my judgment I
said the following: 

“13. Presented to us today is a case where the appellant says he is a Syrian
national and has presented Syrian nationality documents. It seems that
at least part of these may be genuine documents, but the Secretary of
State has not given any reason why they were rejected. The Secretary
of State will have to give proper reasons as to why these documents
are rejected and why they do not accept his nationality.”

2. Unfortunately today, which is 16 September 2024, we are in no clearer position
as to the Secretary of State’s position on those documents other than that they
are said to be genuine documents.  

3. The Secretary of State did not accept the appellant’s credibility however, this
case  can  be  resolved  swiftly.   It  is  accepted  by  all  parties  that  the  Syrian
documents are genuine.  This is an appeal under the Refugee Convention and a
protection claim and the standard of proof is the lower standard (see  Tanveer
Ahmed etc.).  

4. It had also been accepted previously by the Home Office that the treatment that
the appellant says he endured in Syria was genuine and that there was a real risk
if he was said to be a Syrian national that he would suffer persecution on return.
Given those matters, we were listed here today for rehearing but given that the
appellant has genuine Syrian nationality documents and there is  no evidence
presented by the Secretary of State today which can go behind those genuine
Syrian nationality documents, I must find to the lower standard, which is all I am
required to do, that he is a Syrian national, and that he has made out his claim of
persecution under the Refugee Convention.  Accordingly, I allow this appeal on
Refugee Convention grounds.  

5. If  it were needed I  am also satisfied on the balance of probabilities that the
Appellant is a Syrian national and that the documents are genuine.  

6. For the avoidance of doubt an anonymity direction remains in place.  

7. I therefore allow the appeal on Refugee convention grounds. 

Ben Keith 

Deputy Judge of the Upper Tribunal
Immigration and Asylum Chamber

17 November 2024
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