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HRIGHT, J.A.:

On Sunday the 1Sth March, 1983, these three
appellants were manning rcad checks on a roaé in South
Manchester, known_as_Bﬁsso Lane, when at about 8:30 é,mr a
motor car driven by a genileman called “Tan Tan” ar:ived,
In it were one Charlton Gregory and ano;her géntlemana Qho
was picked up on the way. The car was on its way initially
to Clarendon, ccnveying Mr. Gregory. The car was stopped and:_
searched. The occupants had nothing on them but qh'the back
seat. of the car was a jacket which ¥r. G;egjorygléimed° ‘Itl
was searched and at first nothing was found but subseéuehtly,
in an inside pocket; a small_packet of gaﬁja was founé,r The

police said that Mr. Gregory claimed both the jacket and the
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ganja. Upon the finding of the ganja by the appellant
Robinson, Boyd tock over and declared ﬁhat Gregory was going
to priscn and then he asked whether Mr. Gregoxy had any money.
Mr. Gregory saia he hdd a hundred dolla:s uamaluan (J&LU } and
Bovd is alleged to have said, "Go away boy you are an idiot .
and that won't help ycu®. The other two appellants said
nothing but theyilaughed?‘ Soyd insisted thaﬁ_Gregory, Qho was
obviously by his speech a foreigner, had money. Whereupon
Boyd asked how could he get hold or that money and Gregoery
said that the money was left at_home,g‘The driver of the car
was sent back home for the money'whilé Mr. Gregory and the
other passenger were detained. The driver returned conveying
a wallet with a fi1fty pound {(#£50) note in it. Boyd tock
possession of the money and then demanded the hundred dollars.
This was done in the presence of all three. Thereafter, no
prosecution took place and they were sent away. 'Mx;-Gregory
lodged a complaint out of which has emerged‘this charge.

Bach appellant has denied any involvement. It has

been urged very strongly on behalf of Robinson that he being

the least of the three,being only aSpecial Constable, Plunkett

a Corporal and Eoyd a constable, he could do nothing to
prevent anything that wmay have transpired. In any event, it
is contended, on hig behalf,; that be was moving up and down
and was not even aware of any 1npropr1ety which may have taken
place, None oF tne appellants advanced any evidence which
cast any doubt on the evidence which the learned Resident:
Magistrate-accéptéd from Mr. Grégdry and in the =svent, he
found all three gdilty'bf this charge under the Corruption
Prevention Act} énd sentenced them accordingly. Plunkett was
fined $l,000'or three months:'Boyd was sentenced to imprison-
ment for cix months at hard labour because the learned

Resident Magiétratep on the evidence, found that he was -the
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moving figure; and Robinson was fined $1,000 or three months.
Before us this morning, the appeal of Boyd was with-
drawn by kr. Pearson and in the circumstances, there is
nothing to fault the conviction of any of these appellants
and accordingly the appeals are dismissed. The convictions
and sentences are affirmed. The sentence of Boyd will commence

from the 24th September, 1980.



