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CAREY, J.A.:

Th2 appellant was charged on two informations for
possession of ganja and dealing in ganja to which he
pleaded guilty.

The facts are that on the 17th of April, 1994, the
appellant was a passenger in a car, driven by another man
along the Leeds main road in the parish of St. Elizabeth
when 1t was stopped by Corporal Dave Bell of the Santa
Cruz Police Station who had observed some white knitted
plastic bags protruding from the trunk of the car. He
investigated and found 156 lbs. of ganja. The appellant
is allaged to have said, "A fi me ganja officer, beg you
a chance." h -

The learned Resident Magistrate fined the appellant
$15,000 or 12 months and in addition 1Z2 months at hard
labour for possession and $20,000 or 12 months and in
addition 12 montihs at hard labour, for dealing in ganja.

Mr. Cruickshank endeavoured to argue that the
lecarned Resident Magistrate fell into error in accepting
the plea of guilty without first obtaining from a Chemist
certification that the substance for which the appellant

was charaeri- w=5 1n fact ganja.
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We wish to say that there is absoclutely no merit
in that ground. The best person to know what he has, is
the appellant. From the outset he admitted he had ganja.
Where a defendant pleads guilty, there is no obligation
on the prosecution to prove anything. There was a prima
facie case on the facts recounted by the Clerk of the
Courts to the Resident Magistrate,

It was also argued by Mr. Cruickshank that the
appellant "fell into error" when he plcaded guilty to
charges he never understood.

This is absolutely without substance. The
appellant could not have understood by any of the charges
which were raad to nim as framed that hc was becing asked
to plead that he was in a motor car with ganja.

With respect to sentence, where the charge involves
traftficking in udangerous drugs, compassion does not arise.
i1 person who deals in drugs cannot receive mercy. Judges
must be firm in appreciating that trafficking in drugs
is an international trade which is of absolutely no benefit
to society. Persons involved are purveyors of decath. The
learned Resident Magistrate did tcmper justice with mexrcy
in the matter, in light of the fact that thec appellant
pleaded guilty.

We are constrained to dismiss this appeal. The

conviciion and the sentance arc affirmed.



