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paul Kelly and Zrrel Williams were convicted of
rurder and manslaughter regnectively in the Home Circuit
Court in a trial which lasted zour days betwsen 25th and
30¢h April, 1988, precided over by 0rr; J., and & jury. The

e Williams
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wandatory sentence of death was imposed con Kelly w

was sentenced to firfteen years imprisorment at haxd labour.

The narrative of events.was well summarised in the
iearned judge's summing-up and the starting point was the
~srurn of the James' brothers from Chelsea in #t. James to
»heir home in Irwin on the Saturday night of 21lst Merch, 13887,
Thev were traders, and 2dwin the survivor related that he tock

a cwiindexr from the back of the van and went e count out the



mone From the day's sales. There was a blackout czused by

cctric povex fai ra an 1 randles were 1lit and he went and
curned on the headlights of the van. He further ralated that

eix men dressed as policemen and sq;diers rushed down on him,
three being on each side ©f the van. Four were wmasked he
said and all were armﬁﬁ with short guns save omé whe had an
215. They oxdered him to lie on his stomach; ennounced that
thic was a robbery; took his wrist watch and $10$=G@ from him

and ordered him to call his brother. They also threw a table

cloih over his head a2nd threatened to kill him if he made an
alors, When his brother responded from the bathroo, that

fnor was opened and the men rushed in leaving one oi the
sxe@ men to guard him.

. The shooting of Alcysius James was witnessed by

1

7igs Simon his live-~in gir rifriend and she pointed OLt that the

nccured Kelly was without z mask and armed with an 21 . He

neld the candle while thev both searched Lor a ey tc the

-

Arawer with monev and she had a good, opportuﬁluv of S@ul

.

him during the half-hour they were in the room togetnero
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On two cccasions she had a very geod opnortu ltv ok

~serutinizing his face and she ald he had &z 3articularly

wiched look after he fired the shot which caused the fatal
womd, It was a horyiiving experience espe01%1iy as her baby
was 1ring on the bed during the crdeal.

The doctor's evida 2nce was that death was causea from

‘ghoclk, secondary to the gun shot wounds andrthe praesence of

wowder suggested a. close rangs which accords with the evidence
he eye-witness. |

. The other imporiant feature in réspect cf the accused
Telly was the identification parade. The witness tock some

time as she walhed along the line some fonr zimes before



f.

(]
-,
C i

ident

V“ry“hﬁlv on this aspr“ ~f the matter pointir

Eylnc the accused and the judge directed the

jury

= out that they

nedl o decide whether the fact that she cried on the parade
and tock some time to identify was evidence that the identifi-
cotion was sure or that she was mistaken.

The defonce was an alibi. Helly gave & avifonce which
was supported that he was im Love Lane on the night of the

incifent and no complain:

+he directions of the legarned ¢

It is novw ap

was made about the ccrreciness of

aszpect.

+o turn to the case of

y1ili=ms, bearing in nind the Crown's case was based cn COmmOn
2oszicn. With respect ©O tdentification, it was somewhat
Jiffarent as Edwin Janes, the eye- —witness, knew ¥illiiams for
over ten vears although he Aié not know his neme, Williams in
»is evidence 2lso acknowledged that he knew James. It was in
hose circumstances thot the nolice conducted =n identificati

rarade and the accused was:
oppartgnity of secing him o

roamorD
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Thr oocoused i 5 and ot

neadlights were turned

o

ionyg perlod on thai occas

nother went to the lefi

+ook him into the house. &

close to the accused he zlunost prushed him and he

that

Yo saw his face and on

o man whon he had seen for
of Iontego Bay and at the
o the van, apart from tha'
cifte. In his defence Villi

ed that there wwere “th

o al thouch he d4id not

sicked out by James. &S for the

n the night of the murder, he

yoe coccasions. Tho first

-
o

her the van The

rushed down on
exrve him for

ohe

inn. The seccnd wag when williams

t side of the van and tmbk'him to
jlliams and anotn =zr of the men
e s=alg, on that oc0851ﬂn he was so

iccked at h
occasion by cand’e11gh This wa
vpwerds of ten years in the street
Craft Market. As for the lighting

1

headlamp,  there wers lights on the

ams rescried tc an atibi which was
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was vhen

the
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sumported and the jury found him quilty of the iLosser ccunt
of moenslaughter, presumeaily on the basis thet he was not in
+he voom where the shooting took place.

#Mr. Chuck who appeared for both accused,; after a
short submission conceded that he could not find any merit in
the application for ieave to appeal and thils Cocurt was in

rooment with him and now puts its reasons in writing for

e

[ERS
refuzing the application.

Conseguently, the convictions and sentences were
affirmed. The sentence of fifteen years hard labour in respect

v131liams will run from 28th July, 1988&.



