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WRIGHT ;. J.A

On Lhe ldth of octobor, 19E9, his &prLlunL Janvo

was conv¢cted Lo ‘llvgal pOaS&ﬁSlon of fircarm,

4 gt

and sentunced Lo 1mprxsonmnu1,xﬂ hard 1abour £o: vac years

,kwhich was suspendﬁd fqr whrat :y@azs. Aqnant ths oonvxct;z
and;Santance”he has appaalad
'Thé;faéxé~aféﬂVétyﬁnimplu@ foﬂvtﬁé 25t June, 1949, a

polica ‘officer travelling on putxcl*albngrwﬁndsor avenue,

St. Andrew'“awyone Rdberf uobson walhing ;n the opposxte driec~¢

tion

'bulge in his pocnbt,f"L'st nOLiCPG that ho'

turned into a gate and so *he Vuhxhln Jpea th"n Lu;nvd axound.

uy the r;ne Lhe af[icer gn( »nio'ihe homu whe:n he had secn

Dobson go there wag he stand:ng beside a bod on wh1ch Lhe

dppéllgﬂt Was lying with a gun in his hand., That was within
Lo
a mlnute or a minute and a half afterx Lhw poli é" Mad sﬂen

;
Mr. Donaon go thxough tho gate, Pronp 1y, on thb entyy of the

polxﬁﬂp Buthirlnnd aaiu Lhnt Dobuuh hau found tho gun and was.



gshowingkit to him.“;n thoss ciréumstancas, both were charge.
.for’ill@gal.pbsséssion;of:fixhaﬁm”and‘cqme befora His Loxdship.
Mr.ﬂaﬁbﬁxbéwﬁﬁrkiﬁ;@%§~). it s summation:bf the avidence
it?iﬁ%&hservedﬂnhag ne concmhtraped on whethefpté believe th.
defence but did not,really‘mnke any fiuuldg on the prosecuticn's
, }

case.” It was as if ‘he ékpﬁchndfthv appullant Lo prove his
-case. The one statamun' Lhnt nm‘xeullymmadeispands oukt on
page 34 of. the record. vxzf ﬂigao?noﬁwﬁccept thg;r story that
they 'intonded . tOtnand‘ovnr»vhnfgun tu any 1ogui‘authority, ahd'
in tae: cireumstances 1 fing *hvm both gu;lty."' This was against
the backgrﬁunu of Doﬁson's bvi&éncmﬁthat he had jusL found Lhe
gun ‘and had taken it Lhero #o hané over to utharland's sister
who is lndaeq a sold;e

it 18 obvious that the dufencu of this appellant was
confaned to the: statemeni Lha;,khm yun_ had just been shown
to “hin“'and *it: wae: in the Lhor1 cOmpass of. time fhat the pro-
sadUtlon‘Q*caBe:admitsmck,‘L} it was radlly shown Lo him,

fﬁﬁé Crown‘

o wHéY@&B

Sftontonuxne that Tnure wnxn the xequisiLeq
of custod?, kncwledge nnd tont xol, the evidence LexLainly

does noc’ éhpﬂorhﬁhhat COHLPHiJUH.; Wv Lh:ukv‘luithﬂ cxrcum

suances thi '13*“0& A Cnhu anuhdel Lhn conv;vfiun har an

3

'“1eg tb;stana'ons

Hhe appeal thexefuru suqceu By the ronv;ction 19 quashgd

thd’ gghitence Bot asid@ Jnd Vfldlci and Judgmonu ~F ﬂCuulttﬂJ

is ‘envered.



