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CAREY, J.4.:

on April 7, 13¢9 in the Clarendoen Ciccuii Coust
before Harrison J, situing with a ‘jury, the applicant was
convicted on a count which charged him with the offence of
rape.” He was sentenced to § yeavs imprisonmen: at hard
labour. He now applies for leave te appeal against conviction
and that sentence whiciy was impesed upon him.

The underlying facus in the case which may be very
shortly stated are that on ithe ¢th of mMarch, 1%«i, as thz
victim ¢f the charge testified the applicant came co liex
kitchen asked her for her husband who apparently was away; lay
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nold ¢f her suddenly anc took her by & rock and sexually
assaulted he:. There was abscluiely ne ccrroboraticn in the
case. The applicant, in his defence admitted coming to the
premises but Jdenied whelly assauliing his elderly victim. She

says she was sixty years cf age; her husband says she wis

fifty-five.



This was o very straightfcrwerd simple case and the
lzarned trial judge in our opiﬁioh} dealtc vefy cléarlY} fairly
and lucidly with the issues which arose for the jury's
consideration. He boiﬁted out thé;ébsence §f correboration and
indicated, in language which they cculc no£ fail to understand
that this was a situstion where the credit of the victim was at
issue. They therefore had to consider with particular care, the
eviaence yiven by this lady.

but having given the matter ocur very careful considera-
tion, we do not think we can interfere because as we said, the
igsues were put guite clearly to the jury and the jury were
faced with two distinct stories, one must have been true znd one
not true. The jury observed the demeanour of the witnesses and
are in & better position than we are tc judge the credit-
worthiness of the witnesses and the evidence which each gave.

In the circumstances, the application for leave to
appeal is refused and the court directs sentence to commence on

the 7th of July, 19%9€9.



