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On whe ibth January, 19%0, the applicant was
convicted in the High Court Division of the Gun Courct and
sentenced on four counts which charged him with illegal
poscession of firearm, shooting wich intent and wounding with
incent, Qn the count for illegal possession, he was
sentenced to five years imprisonment at hard lacour; on each
¢t the twe counts for shooting wich intent, e was sentenced
to five years imprisconment ac hava labour and con the fourth
count oy woulliinyg with antent, he wasg sentenced to ten years
imprisonment at haid labour. He now seeks l@aye to appeal

!
againsy conviction ana sentence,

Plie briel facts o the cese are that on Lhe
dih day, 1948, following upon a fusyg the previous evening at
& gyas station where the applicant worked, he turned up at

tiie shop belonging to the wother of the virtual complainant,
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Raacliife Currie, armed with a gun ana started shooting. AT

the time Radclirfe was seateu outside when the first shov was
fired at him and then he sought sanctuary insiGe the shop wnere
nis mother, Joyce Baker, and his brotcher, Desmond Currie, were.
The applicant pursuecd him into the shop and kept shooting at a
time when Radcliffe wes hiding behind hieg wotheyr and as a result
the mother received some three sheis, two of which were still in
her body at the time of the hearing.

This case demonstrates how much viclence prevails in
the society because the genesis of uvhie whole problem was that on
the previous evening Raccliffe had gone to the gas scation, where
the applicant workea, and purchased gas for his wmotor cycle,
ine applicant wishec to korrow the cycle and when Radcliffe
denied hig reguest the applicant spraved gasciine on him and the
next morning, a3 a result of the fuss they had, he came to shoot
his way out.

His defence, which was guite rightly rejected by tne
learned trial judge, was that it was Rawcliffe who dia the
shooting and as a consequence the injury sustained by his mother
were laid at the door of kadcliffe. Radcliffe only managed to
Bring the shooting to an end when he called cut to the applicant,
teliing him that the poiice were coming. iHe then looxed around
and ran off,

jdentification was noet an issue in the case because
chey were alli well-known to each ciher anG this was 11:30 in
the morning.

Mr. Cruickehenk, in seeiing leave to appeal, sought
Lo argyue a ground based on the fact subsvancialliy that the
sunmatcicn of the learned trial judge was too wrief. It was
net his contention that there was nov evidence that could lead

to the conviction but he weuld have wished a wmcere lengthy
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summacicn., That we o not think to be a ground that can be
entertained. in the result, the leave to appeal is refused

and the sentences will run from the 146th April, 1996,



