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WRIGHT, J.A.:

On the iuth January; i99¢,; the zpplicant was
convicted in-the High Court Division of the Gun Court and
sentenced on four ¢ounts which charged him with illegal
posetession of firearm, shooting with intent and wounding with
intent. Ui the count for illeyal possessicn, he was
sentenced to five years imprisonment at hard labour; on each

of the twe counts for shooting with intent,; he was sentenced

to five years imprisonment ac hard labour and con the fourth

count for wounting with intent, he was sentenced to ten years

. imprisonment at haid labour. He now seeks leave to appeal

against conviction ana sentence.
Thie brief facts of the case are that oan ine
dvh may, 199, followiny upon & fuss the previous evening at-

& gas station where the applicani worked, he turned. up at

tiue shop belonging t¢ the moither of the wvirtual complainant,
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Raacliffe Currie, armed with a gun ana started shooting. &T
the time Radcliffe was seated ocutside when the first shotc was
fired at him and then he sought sancruary inside the shop where
.his mother, Joyce Baker, and yis:brothgx, Desmond Currie, were.
the applicani pursued him into the shop and kept shooting at a
time when Radcliffe was hiding kehind his mother and as a result
the mother :ecélved.some three shétsg twéiéf:which were still in
her body at the time of the hearing.

This case demonstratesihqgfmgch violence preva.ls xn
the society because the genesis of the whele problem was that on
the piavious evening Raccliffe had gone to the gas station;_where
the applicant worked, and purchased gas for his motqr_cycle.

The applicant wishee to korrow the cycle and when Radicliffe
denied his reguest the applicant sprayed gasciine on him and the
next morning, &s a result of the fuss they had, he ceame to shoot
his way out.

His defence. which was-quite rightly rejected by tne
learned triail judge, was that it was Raccliffe who did the
shooting and as a consequence the injury sustained Dy his mother
were laid at the Goor of kadcliffe. raacliffe only managed To
Ering the shooting to an end when he called outAto the appligantﬁ
telling him that the police were coming. He then looxec arcund
and ran off.

f{gentificaticn was Dot &n issue 1n the case because
chey were all well-gnown to each ccher and this was 1ls3Y in
the morning. -

Mr. Cruickehank, in seexing leave to appealc sought
to aryue a ground based on the fact substancialiy that the
sunmacicn of the learned trial judge was too moief. It was
not his contention that there was nou evidence that could }ead

to the conviction but he would have wished a nmore lengthy
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summation. That we Go not think to be a ground that can be
entertained. in the result, the leave to appeal is refusec

and the sentences will run from the Lith April, 14%9%U.




