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CAREY, J.A.

in the Resident Magistrate's Court £o. the. paraish of

Westmoreland held ac Savanna-La-idar on the ol of April, 1890-this

uppellant wus convicted on an indicument which charged hzm rog,

L v

heousebreaiiing wiih intent and lie was sentenced to seive a teln
of 3 years imprisomsent at hard labour.

The short facis are that on the sarly meogning of -the
ith of February, asround 3:3U, & HMiss Veruna hllen a Lbusiness
woman who lived in Vest End;uﬁegril in Wesimoreland was awanened
at about 5:0¢ &.m. Lo notice ithat Loy dovi~i.nch was being cuined
and when she locuked out through the backh door she saw this
appellant whom she lLnew as "Ten Ten."” B5he called out .in
picturesgue lunguayge "uhieflng fen Jeil wove from che uoor” but.
the woula-be intruder far frow complying with that polite reyuest,
ugsed cecstaln Jamaican explevaves and chreatened toe shoot hex in

-

lescraibed alsoe an

€

some part of her anatvomy, cha: part peing
Jamaican expletives. Thereupon she screamed cu. “thief, thie

thref.” another of the cccupiecs of che premises a
Miss Marie Hameka who i1s well xnown o this appeliani, indeed he

tells us that she was his forwer girl filend also called out




il
"thigf, thief" and ne made off. He was subseguently aurésted.

xn this Couvt he has teisd.ic say that the lea:ned

3

Resideni Hagrsitroe ought not Lo have bol jevead the witneuses at
x1l. Geally, theie 1s no meric in the <ppeal 4s Lo conviciion

and so far as chai is conceined, 1t 1s dismissed.

sonoence which was

e
bt
-

dowever, wWé welo Clrnceilied aloul
~uposed,; which was the maximws sentence allowed in that coury
narely, three yeavs ac haru lescur. We thim: that sencence was

the circumstances of

manifestly execessive end anjuscificd in
LA case. :

The appellant, it is irue has previous conviciicons. He
has some foul previous cohviccions .neluding two fur larceny
and one for voosbery. It 18 awt gusid cleas what the fourth is

for. out the last of these convicciens was in el Thau oughi

L0 aumonsirate thain The appellant sesmeu to Lave been Loving
w0 lead an honcs. life AHe least, ihat has o be saxd in nis

{avour, and ciie leavned traal judge shewld reflect that fagt in
hes sentency. wWe G0 nol thenil chet thad was Laiel ipnto accuunt.
The appellance hus seuoved almosd eighe wenuchs in prison. e

would have thoughi tvhat & sertence of wwelve mouchs iRprisomsent

4

would have been adeguate For Lhis case which is just a lziile
shory of vagycaney. J4n tne cliccunstances wnelefore, vhat we
PUOPOBE Lo de; ls Lo 3en aside e sentence ;mQOQLu in the court
Lolow and ilgpose such sentence &5 will alliow for his selcase

TOROYCOW the Lith of Decsmbuer. %o ithac excene the sentence is

VEL LU«



