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Delivered by Weekes J.A. 

 
J U D G M E N T  

 
  

 

On the 4th of April 2003 at the Port of Spain 
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It was the defence case that Vidya had died of natural causes after an illness of 
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prosecution’s case was starved of  proof of the essential ingr edient of unlawful killing 

r e q u i s i t e  f o r  m u r d e r .   

 

The judge in his summation told the jury that  if they thought it was a reasonable inference 

t h a t  V i d y a  w a s  a l r e a d y  d e a d  w h e n the bag was tied to the stone  a n d  t h r o w n  i n t o  t h e  p i t  o r  

t h e y  w e r e  u n s u r e  a b o u t  i t  t h e  a p p e l l d D 
 4 c o u l d  n o t  b e 4 c o n v i c t e d  o f  m u r d e r .  H e  t o l d  t h e m  

t h a t   

 
“ i t  w a s  o n l y  i f  y o u  a r e  s u r e  t h a t  V i d y a  w o u l d  h a v e  s t i l l  b e e n  a l i v e  
w h e n  K e n r i c k  b e c a m e  p a r t  o f  a  j o i nt  e n t e r p r i s e ,  i f  y o u  f i n d  t h e r e  w a s  
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statements and so cast imputations on prosecution witnesses, the prejudicial effect of his 

antecedents outweighed any probative value they might have had. 

 

She further argued that one of the convictions was “spent”, being more that ten years old 

at date of trial and therefore the judge ought to have exercised his discretion in favour of 

refusing to admit the evidence. Counsel did concede however that given the nature of the 

allegation against the appellant at trial, an old conviction for dishonesty was hardly likely 

to “turn the tables”putathe appellant in the eyes of the jury.  

 

For the ST
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Now, please understand that the relev




