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. ROWE P.:.

This:is one of the very infrequent appeals which has come to us

from Thé,Juveniie_CoutT from. any par+ of Jamaica. It concerns a young men

L S

'. of sevenfeéﬁﬁfﬁéfmah Heac m, and the very serious. charge against him is
 robbery W|+h aggravaslon the aliegation bb:ng that on the 16th of May,

. Iasf-year he-robbed AnneTTe Vincent of. $190 OO .when he was armed with a

"-knlfe. The Juvenile Court SsTfang in St. Ann' s Bay found him gui ity and

”. +rea?ed hxm as - |en|enTiy as They possnbly couid; he was simply given a

.'_SuperViSlon Ordmr and for Thb very limited time of one yeer,

The ailegaTnon againsf fhls young genfieman is +ha+ there were a
number of people at = bus sfop in S+ Ann s Bay and fha* the ladies would
_ from Ttms_fo flme.go ouf3ynfo the road to.see if a bus which they wanted
- ﬁoﬁld;céme'aiong;_ Tﬁe appel tant wou!d do the same Thing, and then there
came & Tlme when only Three peop!e were' left at the bus sfop, two ladies

':_and_h:mself, One Iady wen+ ou; info the road ~leaving Jpsf himself and




one woman in the bus stop. Then the prosecution said he whipped out his
knife and got $40.C0 from that lady, whispering to her not to make a sound.
Theh’hesrushed down unto the other one, menanced her at her neck with The
knife and got her bag with soiled clothes, 5ecause she was cominglfrom the
hospital where she had gone to visiT her boyfriend who was In hospital.
There 'was :a purse in %he:bag containing some $19C.00 and ﬁe grabbed the
purse. and ran away down +o the sea. |

- The prosecution further aiieged that two days later on the Monday
afternoon at 4 o'ciock the lady who was robbedrof her $190,00 was passing in
a motor-car. She iooked over at the bus stop, recognised +h;1appel!anf
standing at the same bus stop and she went and called +he-bolicen He was
arrested. |

At trial +he defence which was raised by the appellant-. was that
he was in the vicinity. He was approaching that bus stop and he saw somebody
running off into the bushes, he saw these women crying out that they had been
robbed and he was present when theywsre being given directions fo go and report
the matter to the police but he had absclutely nothing to do with the robbery.
He called two witnesses, who gave evidence that they saw him in the area but
they did ot put him in The bus stop at the Time of the robbery.

The Magistrates did not believe the appellant and his witnesses. The
minds of the Magistrates were direcizsd fo the question of identification and
The Magistrates quite rightly said, had the woman who did not make the original
identification been given an oppcrfunity to go on an identification parade that
would have strengthened the case for the prosecution. Nevertheless, the
Magistrates accepted and acted upon the evidence of the lady, who had identified
The appellant at the bus stop on the Monday, two days after the robbery, and on
that basis, having regard fo the description which she had given of the clcthes
The appellant was wearing at the Time of the robbery, having regard fto the
length of time which they had had to observe the appelliant on the previous

Saturday, one witness said as long as forty~-five minutes, the Magistrates came
g Y



+o the conclusion that the witness Annette Vincent was a witness of truth
and oh that basis they convictad him.

- Wa, 4hink-that There: is o merit at all in the grounds of appeal
argued by Miss Anderson This morning, which really went to -say that since
The MagisTraTeS made the comment that an identification parade might have
been helpful, that showed that they werein some doubt as to the quality
of the identification evidence. We think not, and we think that that
comment related only to the witness upon whose cvidence: they did not in the
end rely. - : e ‘
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The appeal is therefore dismissed and the conviction and sentence

affirmsd.



