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JAMAICA

IN THE COURT OF APPEAL

SUPREME COURT CRIMINAL APPEAL NO: 57/88 ;ﬂlf;, e

BEFORE: The Hon. Mr. Justice Campbel!, J.A.

The Hon. Mr. Justice Wright, J.A.
The Hon. Mr. Justice Downer, J.A.

R. v. RAYMOND GREY
0/C  JUNIOR GREY

Application for leave to appeal

Ms., Paula Lleweiiyn for Crown

13th March, 1989

CAMPBELL, J.A.

The applicant was convicted of the offence of illegal
possession of firearm-and wounding with intent by Mr. Justice Gordon
on the 10th March, 1988 and sentenced to terms of imprisonment of
10 years and 8 years at hard labour respectively, The senfenceé to
run consecutively.

The facts in Thfs case are very brief. The complainant
Errol Wright had a previcus encounter with the applicant about a week
before the incident which ftook place on the 30th June, 1987. This
earlier incident was in connection with the applicant presenting to the
complainant a $100.00 bili out of which the complainant was expected to
recover bus fare of $1.20, in The circumstance the complainant felt that
the applicant reaslly did not want o pay the fare and to prevent him
getting away from paying the fare, the complainant heid the $100.00 for
some time until he secured adequate fares from ‘other persons so to make

the change possibie. For this the applicant entertained a grudge and



some animosity towards the complainant. The appeliant was able to have
his revenge on the compiainant on the 30th day pf:June,gTQST,lwhen
unforfuna#ely-ThefgompiainanT‘s.bg; Qn.wh}cﬁ he was a CQQAUcTor‘héé-a
flat +yre-somewhére in the area of the RediHiils Road. fhe éﬂplggéﬁt
did some smal} business on that road. 1T is not clear wﬁefhér it was
a fuck shop or some cold food business he was operating, howéver as %he
complainant set off on a .bicycle to a nearby gas station to obtain a
tube for his bus he was accosted by the applicant who referred to their
earlier encounter when the complainant refused to lef him havé a frée
ride on the bus and Threatened him that now, he the complainant was in
his the applicant's ferritory and couyld find himself a dead man. He
struck the complainant, who then got off the bicycle and refaliated by
hitting the applicant. This was but the prelude ta the applicant pulling
a gun from his waist and firing at the complainant at short range. The
butlet struck the complainant in his left arm. The app!icant moved off
as if nothing wrong had transpired. The applicant was well known to the
complainant who had been seeing him in The Red Hills Road area for some
time,

The learned trial judge in a very short summation referred
+o these facts and indicatec that though visual identification was
involved there was adequate street lighting on Red Hills Rcad and further
that the remarks of the applicant which he accepted as having been made
identified The applicant as the person who had the previous encounter with
the complainant. The applicant, in our view was properly found guilty and
the sentences are To be viewed against the background of The applicant's
previous history. There was & previous conviction of this applicant on
the 27th of August, 1974 for illege! possession of firearm, he was born
on the 9th of April, 1962 and was thus only a few months above the age of
12 years. Thereafter he was often in the arms of The taw for housebreaking

and larceny until he returned to involvement with firearms.
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Thé !earned Tr;al.Jﬁdge properiy Took ?hese info considera—
tion when he senfenced hlm To 10 yearévin respecf of lllegal oossessaon
of firearm and 8 years in resnecT of wourding thh snTenT and ordered
that The sen?ances run ccnsecufive!y, resul |ng in a term of 18 years
at hard labour. We see nofh:ng wrong wafh The senTences as |mposed
because we Think Thaf in pr!nc;ple They are corrsct.

For These reasons The app!icaflon for Ieave tc appes! is

refused. The senTences‘are orderea +o commence on the 10th of June, 1988,



