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BEFORE:  The Hom. Mr. Justice Henriques
The Hons Mr. Justice ¥Waddington
The Hons Mr. Justice Moedy (Aeting)

Hr, B, L., Miller appeared for the Crown,.
Appellant appenrsd on his own behalf,
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HOODY & Aget

In this case the appellant u&a convicted on the 25%h of
May this year and sentenced to three years inprisonment with hard
labour for having ganja in his poscenmsion., The evidence before
the learned Resident Magistrate was that on the 16th of May

before 7130 p.u; the polioce in a patrol vehicle along est Street
observﬁd appellant riding in a northerly direoticn, They overtook
him, stopped beside him and told him thet they observed that he
had ne light on his bioyoles Appellant said 1t was pointed out

to him that he had no light and he ssid he 4id have a light bit

it wasn't working at that time. VWell, they asearched him and found
a towsl in his right side trousers pocket and in opening thinv
towel they found a Ten Rhillﬁngs sote and a brown paroely they
opened this parcel and obeerved that it resembled ganjas They
then arrested him, charged him, csutioned him, and he made no
atatement.

This paroel was taken to the Government Analyst who
anslyeed it and it was found to be ganjas The appellant in his
defsnce ntated very much what he had stated before us as being
true, namely, that he was secosted for not having a light on his
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bloyole and then observed that the light oould work, but then
he said they searched him and nothing was found and then they
moved away from the spot where they searchad him and he heard
& constable say, "wait there man," and shortly after that he
saw that they produced a package of ganja and told him that he
had it in his posseseion, fubsequent to that he wasillreated.
Welly the learned Resident Magistrate had all these faots
before him, he suw those witnesses and he decided that there
was esstablished the posseasion of this ganja on the accused,
Thers was evidenoe on which he could have come to this con-
clusiony he heard the dofence as was repeated bdefors us here,
and we see no reason whatscevar to disturb the findings of the
learned Neasident Hagistrate. In the circumstances the appeal
is diamiesed and the conviction standa.




