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ising out of the death of Sylvester Williams, which cocurred

on whe l3th September, 1%39%, in the parish of Trelawny. He was

¢ mansiaughier, wiereupon he waos

zentenced to e imprisoned £or ten years av hard labour. Ha now

agannst the conviction

I,n‘

seens the leave of che court vo appea

thne guilt of the applicant was largely coivcumstaniial.

Michael Eccleston, a Ffermer, cestifiec vhet on Wednesaay,
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i, 1505, he went to the fieid of the applicant at

field was te assist him in digging vamz. While there the

the scene and called
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deceased, 3ylvester Wi

the applicant. &t that svage Eccleston aad Powell left the



company of the polics and Roy Fowell, Cn the same day ne saw

whe dead body of Zyivester Williams in a woodland. Eccleston

Rad cut the decessed’s chrocat aud cnoppsd him, Lhe apolicant,
I 4 i 7

int iis niead,

[

Roy Powell gave evidence in tevms similaxy to Eccleston.
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presence toid the
police that it was he, Powell, wno had kililed the deceasea.
Michael Banton, ocherwise called Errcel; aged twelve years,
the son of the applicant ingiving evidence, said that his father,
the deceased and himself were walking along ithe voas wnen the
LWG men turne

e continued along vhe road with a donkew He sald his father

father with a cut on one of his fingers and when ne guestioned

iig Facther as to how he had sustained the injury his father

Dr. Palveoi Srinagesh, who performed the post mortem
examination on the body of the deceased found the following

injuries:

C
e Traches, ocasophagus, major

ol oi vessels and the ce:vxcal gpine.
T sever

an anlv a plebe oxf s““n renained
setwaen the neck and the trunk.

2. There were large irregulzar lazcers-
tions on the right forearm severing
cne ;GSCLes and e : zhe bones

of toe 1w::nr.e::u‘:n Deatn was due o
itire zutting coff of the biood supply
by t.ae severlng of the cezvical
spine and could have been instanta-
necus. Yhe injuries he observed
were consistent with infliicuvion by
& shexrp instrument such as a
nachete.
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4. Healed abrasions on the right forearnm
and left upper arm.

laceration on the chan.
Deteciive Acting Corporal Clive Cole visited Cartcerwood

Di
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trict in Trelawny along with Detective inspector Gayle on
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Sepcembay, L9%H%, where he saw the dead boty Cci a male
person lying in the bushes with mulitiple wounds. The applicant
was pointed out then and on examinatiocn ne ticed the applicant
hac Injuries to ais bedy., When guestioned about the injuries
the applicant saia he hadé fallen from a Geonkey and sustained
the injuries on the previousg day. The applicant, he said,
pointed out Mighael Bocleston and Rov Powell zna said chat they
nad assisted him to kill the deceasead.,

Detective inspector Clinten Gavlie corroborated the teshi-

mony of Acting Coirporal Cole.

made a statement Lrom the dock in which he alleged he was
avtacked by the accused with a machete and in defence of hime
szlf he chopped the deceasea with a machece and ran away. He
recanted from the earlier sllegation that Zocleston and Powell
wed assisted in killing the aeceased. He said he called their

names pecause he feaved the police would have killed nim.

jury fully on the law cf self-defence znd provocation., The
directions to the jux s on tnese aspecits of the law were impeg-
cable, He left for the consideration of the jury vhe lesser
orfence ¢f manslaughter on the basis of provocation. Frovooa-
tion was leflt Lor the consideravion of the jury on the basis
wlicant said the daceased man used to him,

te wit, "A boast you ¢ boast and you Jev a bush a fuck cow.



We are of the view that the learned trial Judge was eminently
correct in 80 doing. There can be no justifiable complaint
about the manner in which the judge lait the case for the
defence and prosecution to the jury.

The jury, having been properly directed, rejected the

piea of self-defence and found the applicant guilty of

There was cne area of the sumnming-up which gave us

the direcuions on circumstantial evi-
ence, but having regara to the nature of “he defence, we
concluded that such cezfects,; as appeared in the directions on

circumstantial evidence, were of no momeni as the defence

denial of involvement in the death cf the
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deceased.
For the reascns conuvained hkerein, we concluded that

the conviciion is unassailable. We, therefore, refused the

ppifcation for leave o appeal against the conviction and

)

sentence. A sentzance of cen years, in the clrcumnstances of

the case, cannct bea said to be nanifestly excessive. The

sentence will commence as from the éen Septemper, 1990,



