JAMAICA

IN THE COURT OF APPEAL

SUPREME COURT CRIMINAL APPEAL NO, 44/88

BEFORE:  THE HON. MR. JUSTICE CAREY, P. (Ag.)
THE HON. MR. JUSTICE WRIGHT, J.A.
THE HON. MISS JUSTICE MORSAN, J.A.

REGINA vs. LLOYD MURRAY

Application for leave to appeal

Kent Pantry & Brian Sykes for Crown

20th September, 1988

CAREY, P. (Ag.):

In tThe Westmoreland Circuit Court on the 8th of February, 1988
before Walker, J., and a jury, the applicant was convicted for the offence
of Shooting with Intent and sentenced tc a term of three (3) years
impriscnment at hard labour. He now applies for leave to appeal both that
conviction and sentence.

The applicant, sad to say, is a district constable and on the
day in question had been despatched on duty to guard a post office in
Montego Bay, but found himself in Savanna-la-mar where he involved himself
in a domestic dispute between a friend of his and the victim, and in the
result, used his service revolver to shoot at a young man called
Paul Robinson. Paul Robinson had apparently had a dispute with the appli-
cant's friend.

The applicant, in his defence, gave some rather lengthy explanation
as To why he found himself in Savanna-la-mar. He said that he saw a man

whom he knew trafficked in ganja in Montego Bay and pursued him to the
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