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IN THE COURT OF APPEAL T

SUPREME COURT CRIMINAL APPEAL HO. 81/33

BEFCRE: 7THE HON. MR. JUSTICE RATTRAY, PRESIDENT
TEE HON. HR. JUSTICE FORTE, Johe
THE HON. MR. JUSTICE WOLFE, Jefe

REGIHNA Vs. GERALD CROSS &

Richard Small, Mxs. Donna Scott-pMottley and - ’ff:;
Hrs., N. Scoii-Bonnick for appellant G

Dr. Diana Harrison, Deputy Director of
Public Prosecutioas, and Miss Audrey Cilaxke
for Crown

April 18 and Mesy 24, 1994
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