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SUPEEME COURT CRIMINAL APPEAL NO. 43/92

BEFORE: THE HON. MR, JUSTICE CRREY, J.A.
THE HON, MR. JUSTICE WRIGHT, J.&4.
THE HOHN., MR, JUSTICE GORDON, J.&.

REGLHA_vs. CONROY LEVY ~ e

fandolph Williams for applicant

Rissock Laing for Cyown

N

In cthe Circuit Court Division of the Gun Court held in

Kingston between the Sth and &th April, 1232, before Pantcon,

and a jury the applicant was convicted ©f chooting to death
Phillip Dussard and the sentence fixzed by lav was imposad,

now applies for locave Lo zppeal his conviciion.

The circumsitances of the shooting, brutzal and callous

1%th May, 1920, ¥Yvonne Walker, =z girlfriend or ex-girvifriend

e enguired of the whersabouts of her bovfrieand and threaten

the victim, was awalened by two men who were armed with guns.
1

rebblng her in a garage nearby. She was thersafter taken to

of this appilicant, knocked and called cut her kovfriend. Wh

the docr was opened by znother girl, the applicant rushed in

and shot Phillip Dussard, her boviriend.
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of a gun shot wound to his upper left chest which perforated



che lung and travelled through the spine.
vered frowm the tigsues of the right back,
was arrested; his Tesponse was somewhai o
"Where you said the murder comait?®

bv his

e3ercis

sides, wa

7]

WATNRESSs,

lived in

LY

LN Close

were in company

& hole in her house,. and was

at the back of ithe house, 8

“

e

(0]

the road

O

of

i

Rl

LS

of aliki chall
whe apps

E >
e

Q

forward any submiss T

He was of the vieav

ate

appropx

th

LY

erefor

itself.

[

defence put %

ed his zight
cant was act

°

enabled to s

he was taken

and to a gars

it
Y

eared on beh

Iia

e

3

Iecord,

!

-1
&

The bu

When the applicant

T~

He remarke

] ]
Tdlle ¥4

e Crown to proeof.

a=

o rewmsin silent. We

mute because he had
trial commenced.,
was recognised on all
sole eve
2AYS . hey
night she was plainiy
one hour

d of Or more

een nim first through

ee him from a light
threough hex gate by

ge. When agked about

©

=

1f of the applicant,

guite unable to put
rdict of the jury.
judge had given the
axplained the reasons
identification

e
Tae

ket

L&)

Jury that mist
left for their consi-
when he was appre

ark was capable of



S

_3_
amounting ©o corroboration,
In our view, he left

that sentence.
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very faixly to the jury.
Having cuxrselves examined the rec
that no grounds for interference can be
verdict is eminently warranted on the
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faix and the directions

Hith respect to sentence, we ars
fore, be classifzed as capital murder.
sentence imposad must be affirmed. The

he had a previcus conviction for murder

depending on

evidaence.

the construction placed

that piece of evidence

5rd, we are satisfied

- -

found. The jury's
We also think

28 balanced, it was

the main issue were impeccable.

of opinion that the

‘murder was commitited in the course of burglary and must, there-

But in any event, the

applicant denied that

but it was proved before

us,; by means of fingsr-print evidence and the evidence of the same

Police Cfficer whao
was convicted in the Home Circuit Couxr:i
S

for the murder of

both murders were committed around the 3

was present at both ix

rials, that the applic

on Xlth June, 1991,

ssmend Johnson and senienced to death. 2&s

ame time, it is perhaps

cGd that when arrested on the second occasion he should have

comnmentad as he did.

The application for leave to appeal is accordingly

refused,

The convichion iz classified as

capital murder

ot



