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THE H MR. JUSTICE WRIGHT, J.A.
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applicacion for leave to appeal

5 Miss Chervyvl Richards & My. Patrici Cole
' z
(w‘ for the Crown

22nd October, 1990

ChLREY, J.h.

On the 10th of March, 1969 in tChe High Court Division
of the Gun Courc held in May Pen in the parish of Clarendon,
cthis applicant was convicted on an indictment which charged
hiiin for illegal possession of firearin and rcbbery with
aggravation. .n respect of these cofiences, e was sentenced
respectively o 5 years and 7 years implrisonient at havd
labour. ile now applies for leave for the full court to ceview
nis conviction bur e single judge aid grant leave Lo appeal
cthe sentence.,

nsofar as the conviction is concerned, the facts

for the prosecuticn wers chese. On cthe 13th of august, 1%be
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oo L abouc 7:30¢ in che moinaing, vihwe applicant presenced hinself
a shop when a clevk, Miss Cagmen sndecson had encered the
shop, grabbed nuer bay, pointed & gun at her and made his
cicape. The citizens chased hiim, he dropped the bag which

anothe: of the cleras picked up and some five minutes lates
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211 OUr vaiew, Lhe learvned trzal juage harkened Lo
thi opiansun of the probatvion officer and we can see€ DO Leuson
co interferce.  We sce no erros in principle and the sencence
the gpectrum which 1s lmposcd

walch was wupusaed was well wichin

offences ©f his natura.
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