- :f:;mmmwfjhwﬂwwwwwwm"Jhmﬁtﬂ”fm“wmmw

Y

IN THE COURT OF APPEAL

SUPREME COURT CRIMINAL APPEAL NO. 196/87

BEFORE:  THE HON. MR. JUSTICE ROWE, PRESIDENT
THE HON. MR. JUSTICE WRIGHT, J.A,
THE HON. MR. JUSTICE DOWNER, J.A.

REGINA vs, ERIC GORDON
DALTON CRAWFORD
WINSTON ANDRADE

No appearances on behaif of applicants

Miss Vinnette Grant for the Crown

January 18, 1989

ROWE, P:

The Applicant Dalton Crawford is charged on an indictment
containing three counts, along with two other men Eric Gordon and
Winston Andrade, 1n relation to a series of events which spanned The period
17th February, 1986 to 6th of March, 1986. Crawford himself was only charged
in relation to the third of the incidents which +ook place on the
6th of March, 1986. Al!l three coun?é charged demanding money with menaces
with the infention to steal. Crawford was convicted before Reckord, J., and
@ jury In The Home Circuit Court on the 22nd of October, 1987 and he was
senfenced to serve a +erm_of 3 years Imprisonment at hard labour. His
application for leave to appeal although refused by the single judge has
come before us and we have to consider the grounds of appeal-fiied by him,

which are To the effect that Mr. Raby Williams did not glve evidence on



oath and was therefore not a person whose evidence ought to be believed, and
further that the Eéélings which he had wi?hLMr. Raby_Wi!%iahs, who was the
main witness for the Crown, had to do only with an offer by him to put

Mr. Wililams In. 2 good position fo win at the races, he (the épplicanf) being
in péssession_of some Inside knowledge of what was likely to fransplré in
the forthcoming race meeting. He denied, in hls grounds, that he was a party
to the demand of money by menaces.

The Crown's case is that between the 17th of February, 1986
and the 6Th of March of the same year, a scheme was hatched, with a man
calied Reeves at the very centre and the scheme was o seck to obtain money
from Mr. Raby Witliams, Jnr., by henaces. Reeves was well known to
Mr. Williams and had benefited in the past from Mr. Williams' generosity.
The allegation was that Reeves and another man Gordon, first approached
Mr. Witliams and fold him that Reeves had shot a man and Reeves wished to
leave %H@ island and so they needed money félpérmif Reeves to stowaway.

The man é&rdon satd he had contacts and was able to carry through the scheme.
Whereupon, the evidence s, Mr. Williams gave a cheque for six hundred

dollars ($600.00) to Gordon and both men went away. The cheque was drawn In
favour of Mr. Gordon as Mr. Wililams felt that Reeves being wanted by thé pollce
he could not himself safely -approasch the bank.

On the .19th of February, that is to sa§ a couple of days lafer'on,
.-Gordon, according to the prosecutlon, agaln approached Mr, RabyEWilliam;
thi#.tjme with somebody who pretended to be a poticé officer and .again the
same story was,ggggg;pdm+ha¢ Reeves had muyrdered a-mén.” Mr. Willlams was
toid that Thé police knew that he had aided Reeves o ieéve the Isiand and
unfess the police were given a considerable sum of money, This time
$5,000,00, fﬁ;; Mf; ﬁilliams would be In trouble for having assisted Reeves,
who was waﬁféd for murder, to leave the coumtry. Mr. Raby Wiltiams paid
over the $5,000.00 on that occasion. Then there was thae third -~ ~tact with

Mr, Wiiliams, Jnr., on the 6th of March, 1986.



-.Tﬁe:brown'e erédence Qas.fhaf the aoeiicanf Craw%ord and one

Andrade went To +he Offlce of Mr. Raby Williams, bnr., in New Klngsfon
seekzng for Mr. Raby WE!liams, Jnr., and affer some discuss:on these men
did see Mr. Raby WII!Iams, Jnr. The ev:dence is that Winston Andrade then
told Mr. Raby ﬁlfllams dnr.,, Tﬁaf The apeffcanf Daifon Crawford was'fee
'nephew of ‘the man whom Reeves had shot and Therefore, it Mr. WIiilams did
not pay over a further sum of $5,000, 00 Dalton Crawford would have to |
repotrt The maf?er fo +he po!ice and inform +hem of The part p!ayed by
Mr. Wnllsams in Reeves eSCape. Crawford confurmed whaf Andrade said fha?
|+ was h!S uncie who had been sﬁof by Reeves Mr. W:!Ilams refused To glve
any more money and The men began +o Threa+en hlm and behave ra+her badiy
The poilce were summoned. Andrade and Crawford had by Then gone Their
separa?e ways buT +he pollce plcked ?hem up before They could 1eave ?he New
Klngsfon area. | |

A+ fr;al The appilcanT sald ?haT he had snmpiy gone anng with |
"another person To +he off:ce of Mr. W|}!Iams, as a sort of TouT, |n+ending
To offer Mr. w|li|ams a good opporfuniry To gamble on the horses Thaf
Mr. W|Ii:ams refused 50 To do and he IefT | He sald There was no demand for
money and ?here was no allegaT:on about Reeves shooflng anyone.

These were quuTe simpie facts and lf The Crown s case was“l
accep?ed by fhe Jury, Then +he charge of demand;ng money Wifh znTenf fo
ex+0r+ would be ampty proved The iearned fria! Judge, in a very iong, very
scholar!y, and a very careful summrng-up, placed before The Jury ali fhe
issues in +he parficular case and The JUFY 's verd;cf in relarlon to Crawford
-eonno? in any way, be Impugned The senfence of 3 years hard iabour seems
commensurafe wifh The g.ay|fy of ?he charge. The ap¢4iiagﬁnrqu'Teave To
appeai is dismissed Senfence‘neil begzn +o run 3 months from The date of

convicfnon.
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