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Sn thz 24th of September, 1588, the appellant

Linford fheatlay pleaded guilty in the Pesident Magistrote®

Court in Zl:schk Tliver to two serarate counts of Obtaining

Credit by Fraud and he was sentencec to serve three yesars

imprisonment at hard iabour on zach charge. We are told that

at the time cf his sentence he adnitted a number of previous

convictions in relation to similar offences.

The charcas arose firgtiv, out of the appellzni’
stay, at the "Irxridee House Hot=zl". in BElack ERiver whers he
registerad a2z 2 payirg guest. Yhile there he entered intoe
negotiations with the orovprietor of the hotel and cave ths

impression that he was a men of meuns and in a position o




purchase or to arrange for the purchase of the premises for

a sum in the recion of £1,020.8C:.0C. The appellant laft
those premisss without concluding any avreement for salie and
what is svan more important, without paying his bill or making
any arrancemsnits for the payment thereot.

Then he went and registersed at another hotel in Plack
River, the "Pontic Hotel® whersz he remained for a few days and
again he izift that hotel without paying his bill or making anv
arrangements Zor the payment thereof. These were the fachs
which led to is conviction in the Resident Magistrate’s Court
and the sentences which followed.

The appellant said that on the 3rd of COctobsr. 1785 he
filed a Motice of Appeal while ha was at the General Penitentiary
and asked that this Wotice of 2Anneal be forwarded to the Tlerk
of the Courtis in Black Tiver for processing in the normal way
because he zaid, he felt that the ssntence was somewhat
excessive. Wow. up to the 27th of Japnuary this vear (128%) wuo
documents whatever relating to the aprellant’s appeal hafd rezched

the Court of zpoeal.

Cur enquiries show that tha Prison 2uthoritiess at the
instigation of the.apnellant telephoned through tc the Tourts

=

Office in Plack River on the 24th of kay, 1928 and enguired what

was happening te Mr. Theatley’s apmezal. Tha impressicn was
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e are teld further that ¢ second sncuiry wasz wade un

the 31st of Ilay, 1988 f£rom the Courts O0ffice in Black Riw
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the Prison Authorities were then “old that the file hadé boen
located and had been given to a tynist for the Record o he
prepared for transmission to the Jourt of Zppeal. Than on the

3ist of 2ucuet when the Prison Officers enguired from the Tourt

of RAppesl it was disclosed that there was no Record of anv



rapers having been sent to ths Registry in this matter. The
Prison szt back Tfor a while but on the 6th of Decemver. 1938
& further enquiry to the Elack ERivew Courts Office f;oa the
Prison drew the information that the documents were still
with the typist and had not vet heen prepared for trangmission
to the Ceurt of 2npeal.

The appellant himself wrote a letter to the

Chicf Justice on the 17th of JFanuary, 195835, and th a ig
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what caused the Chief Justice %o arproach the Court of Appeal
and then these Pecords, such az are, were sent up from Flack
River on our instructions.

Thils wmanner of procedure is uhsupportahle, It is not
now whether or not the sentences imrosed on this aprellant
were agpronriate. in the circumstances, but whether his a@§eal
has been given a timely hearing. It is scandalous that fér
two years the documents relating o this appeal could rewal

-

in a Courts O0ffice at Black River and not be transmitisd to
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is Court while the agpelilan%t languishes in Prison. These
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were gullty pleas. There werz no iioctes of Tvidence. The
copying recuired was but 2 ten minuvtes operation, vet iit toock
two years and four months to complete. This is a total dis-

_grace.

tion the fact that it is
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72 have taken into considera

1o fault of #he appellant that hie has not keen put to wwork

4
s
0
c'\
0
(7]

while hz was in Prison, and that throuchout the pe
his detention he has besn specially treated as an appellant.,

Had the appellant been serving his sentcnce fraom Semtambsr 1586
uld w

that sentencse wo h good cbucncb rﬂ now ez Dﬁr1nrn Whether
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uid have approved of he
¢f academic interzst onl
this appellant would not

such a sentence on the appeliant in
three years sentence imposed cn him
will expivs on the lst of February .

sentenceg imposed conlid
¥ and gomeone in the
have the confidant

sentence was reviewed by the Court of

propose to imnose

substitution for the
in the Court below which
1529,



