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1. The applicant renews his application for leave to appeal against his conviction for murder
and robbery, following refusal by the single judge.

2. We have carefully considered the papers and are entirely in agreement with the reasons
given by the single judge as to why there is no merit in the grounds and an appeal has no
realistic prospect of success.

3. Since the case raises no issues of general importance, we do not need to set out the facts of
the case which are well known to the applicant and are summarised in the Criminal Appeal
Office summary, of which he has had a copy. Nor do we need to set out the single judge's
reasons, of which again the applicant has had a copy.

4. Accordingly, this renewed application for leave to appeal against conviction is refused.

5. We need to address an issue about reporting restrictions. The applicant is aged 17. He will
turn 18 in six days' time. In the court below a reporting restriction was imposed by an order
pursuant to section 45 of the Youth Justice and Criminal Evidence Act 1999. The period for
which it was to last was expressed in the following terms: "This order lasts until the youth
reaches the age of 18. This order will last until the jury deliver their final verdict." 6. It
appears from the sentencing remarks that the judge considered that the reporting
restriction remained in place following the verdict. We therefore treat it as having been
made to run until the applicant's 18th birthday. Following his conviction for this serious
offence, and in the light of the fact that it has only six days to run, we see no good reason for
maintaining such an order.

7. Accordingly, we order and make clear that there is now no reporting restriction affecting
publication of the identity of the applicant in relation to the proceedings below or in this
court.

Epiq Europe Ltd hereby certify that the above is an accurate and complete record of the
proceedings or part thereof. Lower Ground Floor, 46 Chancery Lane, London WC2A 1JE Tel No:
020 7404 1400 Email: rcj@epiqgglobal.co.uk
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Source & reproduction note

Judgment wording, source notices and original paragraph numbers are retained. Esheria supplies the layout and this PDF’s
page numbers; these are not the source pagination. This is a research copy, not an official or certified court document.
Check quotations, citations and publication restrictions against the original source before relying on it.
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Prepared on 24 October 2026 - Esheria
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