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IN THE COURT GF APPEAL

SUPREME COURT CRIMINAL APPELL NC. 44/89

BEFGORE ¢ THE HOH. MR. JUSTICE CaREY, J.sa.
THE H MR. JUSTICE WRIGHT, J.A.
THE HO«. MISS JUSTICE HMORGAE, J.h.

REGINA
vSs
WINSTOH HINDS
applicacion for leave to appeal

Miss Cheryl Raichards & My. Patricik Cole
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,
chis applicant was convicted on an indictment which charged
hitmm for illecal possession of firvearw and icbbery 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
et abouv 7:3¢ in cthe morning, uie applicant prescenced 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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the police brou hiim back to the betting shop

Migg andersun poinced Nim oui as being heo assald

evidence wus Ccurroboraced by the witness Merlena

anciher clerk at the time, and a pol:ce officer

Corporal Gavricik who gave evidence wiac he saw o

ing chased wicii che hondbag over his shoulder,

crepped thiie bay before hwe was caughl by the aob

the officer eventually rescued i,
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The issue before the couct was guite simple and

trial judye who had the advantage of seezinyg and
witnesses cae vo a view with which we cannot di

was really a guestion of fact, chere were no iss

wihich: fell to e determined and his approach, in

wabs elitl "."L';.L_‘{ Cerrect.

insofar as the sencaence is CONCELNGA,
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judge's concern was thoo having vregard to a scci
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LEPOre, e couln il SnLulld Jeview Ulie SENTENCE Wi

count < nawely, sentence of 7 vears ingusasonment

refer to the social enguiry hiowev

report
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guete upable Lo sew in what woay we sught to alie

en.cept perhaps Le increase 1t. The probation of

gave evidence befove tne learned trial juuye sat

cpplicant wio was coifeved wrade traaining, showed

He aspired Louwavds owning his own business and
"living easy so he indulges
and och shgd/ hbuanqa wilth the
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:} any form of penitence or renox
seens te be concerned mainly with
Lis selecse, however
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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

wadtch wag inposed was well wichin the spectium which L8 ilmposcd

Gy

offences ©f his natura.

The appeal occovrdingly is dlsmisscd., Ve afftin

Cile SeNTelices wo CuliileliCy ol Uil

Lie senience and dioecc

1bth wf June, 108Y,



