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Introduction 
 

1. The defendant is before the Court on an Information which contains two counts. 

The first count charges him with an Act of Corruption contrary to section 67(i) of 

the Integrity Commission Ordinance. The particulars are that the defendant, on 

November 6, 2018 at Grand Turk, Turks and Caicos Islands committed an act of 

corruption by interfering with the performance of a duty of a public official with a 

view of obtaining a benefit for another namely Djimson Belzy.  

 

2. The second count charges Attempting to Pervert the Course of Justice contrary to 

common law. The particulars are that the defendant on November 6, 2018 at Grand 

Turk, Turks and Caicos Islands with intent to pervert the course of public justice, in 

that you asked the Police Constable Jarcel Astwood to turn her back and let Djimson 

Belzy go. 

 

3. The Defendant pleaded not guilty to each count and put the Prosecution to proof in 

respect of the said counts.  

 

4. The Prosecution must prove beyond a reasonable doubt, in respect of count one that 

the Defendant by his act interfered with the duty of officer Astwood, in terms of an 

unnecessary interruption with a view to obtaining a benefit for Djimson Belzy. 

 

5. In respect of Count two the Prosecution must prove beyond a reasonable doubt that 

the Defendant did some positive act which has a tendency to and is intended to 

pervert the course of public justice. R v. Vreones1 

 

6. If after considering the evidence, I am not satisfied so that I am sure that each count 

has been proven, I must find the defendant not guilty. However, if I am satisfied to 

the requisite standard, that Prosecution who alone bears the burden of proof; has 

                                                           
1 [1891]1 QB.360 
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proven its case on each count, then I must find the Defendant guilty of that count or 

counts before the court. 

 

7. The allegations arose out of a routine traffic stop. On November 6, 2018 in the 

Island’s capital, Grand Turk; a team of police officers stopped Djimson Belzy who 

was riding a scooter along Waterloo Road and requested documents for the scooter 

and identification. He was unable to immediately provide either. Djimson Belzy was 

given a phone call at the same location at which he had been intercepted. The 

Defendant was the person on the phone when it was handed to PC Jarcel Astwood, 

the main witness for the Prosecution.  

 

8. As it transpired, Djimson Belzy is the cousin of the Defendant and the Prosecution 

alleges that during the conversation between the Defendant and the main witness, 

words were used by the Defendant which formed the basis of the two counts before 

the Court. 

 

Prosecution Evidence- PC Jarcel Astwood in chief 

9. PC Astwood gave evidence that on the day in question, she was conducting road 

checks along with PC Landy and DC Stanley Been. At about 1:00pm they were in the 

vicinity of Waterloo Road, when she saw a scooter approaching and asked DC Been 

to pull the scooter over to the side of the road for inspection.  

 

10.  According to PC Astwood, the young man later identified as Djimson Belzy, was 

unable to produce his driver’s licence or his “papers”. She indicated to him that it 

was an offence to ride a scooter in the Turks and Caicos Islands (TCI) without being 

the holder of a valid driver’s TCI licence. It was also an offense to ride a scooter 

without it being insured. She then told him to call his boss, as he had indicated that 

he just came from his boss trying to “get his papers straight”. 
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11. The Officer told Djimson Belzy he would have to go with her to the station until they 

could figure out his next steps. Upon being asked to call his boss he used his cell 

phone to call someone and spoke to the person in creole.  

 

12. According to PC Astwood:  

“He handed the phone to me and said his boss wanted to speak to me. I took the phone 

from Djimson and on the other end of the phone……I heard a familiar voice. 

The voice was that of Jonald Belzy who asked me what happened. I then relayed the 

events to him.” 

“I told him I will be taking Djimson to the Police Station until somebody could verify his 

status. He asked me if I could turn my back and walk away. 

I said to him I can’t, my camera is on and it is recording, I’m referring to my Police Issue 

Bodycam” 

 

13. DC Been searched the said young man upon the request of PC Astwood. His passport 

was found on him and examined by PC Astwood. She then texted and then made a 

call to Immigration Officer Kino Wilson.  The passport information revealed that 

Djimson Belzy was on a visitor’s visa which had expired. 

 

14. After the conversation with the Defendant, Djimson Belzy was taken to the Police 

Station in a marked police vehicle. The Sergeant on duty was then informed that 

someone had been brought in until his status could be verified.  

 

15. Before identifying the Defendant in court, PC Astwood gave evidence, with silent 

tears at this point, that the Defendant had been her neighbor all her life, they went 

to school together and worked together as he was also a police constable in the 

Royal Turks and Caicos Islands Police Force. They had spoken “uncountable” 

amounts of times. She went on to say that they had a very close relationship; she 

knew his children, he knew her children and they had spoken of personal things. 
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16. The video recording which had been captured by PC Astwood’ s Bodycam was 

identified by the said officer.  

 

17. Djimson Belzy was subsequently charged and pleaded guilty to overstaying. He was 

dealt with in the Magistrate Court. 

 

Cross examination of PC Jarcel Astwood  

18. In cross examination PC Astwood confirmed that her witness statement in the 

matter is dated November 26, 2018 and that she had prepared a written internal 

report dated November 13, 2018 which was handed to her superior officers. This 

was four days after the Djimson Belzy’ s case went to the Magistrate’s Court on 

November 9, 2018. 

 

19. PC Astwood said she was the officer who had charged Djimson Belzy, however, she 

received a call from her Inspector asking why the case was in court without her. 

Further that the Prosecutor had enquired why the information had not been laid 

and how the matter came to Court.  At the time, the Prosecutor requested that she 

file the case and return properly dressed for court. 

 

20.  The Main witness for the Prosecution said that she did not suspect the Defendant 

of taking the case to court, but suspected his wife Louise Belzy. She agreed with the 

suggestion of Counsel for the Defendant that she was upset at the course of events. 

 

21. The cross examination continued as follows: 

“Suggestion: One of the reasons you made the allegation against Belzy is because 

you were upset with him and or his wife that you got into trouble with your court 

file. 

Answer: I didn’t get into any trouble. 

Suggestion: One of the reason you made the complaint is because you were upset 

with him and his wife about the court file. 
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Answer: yes, I was. 

suggestion: You said during the phone conversation on November 6, 2018 that 

he had asked you if you could turn your back and walk away. 

Answer: yes. 

If I was to suggest that these were not his exact words would you agree? 

Answer: No, I remember in particular. 

Question: what do you remember in particular? 

Answer: I remember him saying “can you turn you back and walk away?” 

Question: Do you accept that when you made your first statement, that you said 

Jonald Belzy had said if you could turn your back and let him go. 

Answer: I accept that. 

Q. Which one is it? 

A. It was turn my back and let him go.” 

Suggestion; What Belzy said was are you releasing him to me?” 

Answer: I never had a conversation about me releasing him to Belzy. 

Question: Based on what was said to you-- you are sure he asked ‘can you turn 

your back and walk away?’ 

Answer: Yes, he asked me a question and I said no, no my camera on” 

 

22.  PC Astwood confirmed that once she said “no, no, my camera is on” to the 

Defendant’s question, that the conversation ended there and she was not pressed in 

any way to accede to any request. She went on to say that if her camera was not 

recording that she would have dealt with the matter in the same manner. 

 

23. In further cross examination the following evidence was given:  

Suggestion: you told us that when dealing with Djimson Belzy you said you asked 

for driver’s licence and identification and warned him about driving without 

licence or insurance. 

Answer: yes 

Question: Do you agree that at no point on the footage you advised him of the 

offences? 
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Answer: yes 

Question: Do you accept that it was incorrect when you said that earlier?  

Answer: I accept that. 

 

24.  The officer was cross examined in further detail as to what she had said to Djimson 

Belzy on the scene: 

Suggestion: You told us in evidence in chief that what you said was to call your 

boss because you have to go with me, but what you said was “somebody”  

Answer: Call your boss or somebody to bring ID. [ video footage played in court] 

Question: Having listened to the footage do you accept you said call somebody?  

Answer: further down in the footage it is there about boss. 

Yes, I accept that after hearing the footage I did say call somebody to come get 

the scooter and to bring ID. 

 

25. PC Astwood went to say that her grounds for detaining Djimson Belzy at this point 

was because he was not able to produce any form of ID. She accepted that although 

she said in her evidence in chief that Djimson Belzy handed her the phone and said 

his boss wanted to speak to her, that the phone was actually handed to PC Landy, 

who passed it to her and that nothing was said by Djimson Belzy at the time.  

 

26. It was suggested to PC Astwood that in the telephone conversation with the 

Defendant she did not indicate that Djimson Belzy was being arrested at that point. 

To which she responded: 

“He was not arrested at that point; it was just a hold to verify his status that’s 

all” 

27. PC Astwood agreed with Defence Counsel that she never suggested (to the 

Defendant) that she was taking in Djimson Belzy as an over stayer and in fact didn’t 

suspect that at all. 

 

28. It was put to the witness that it was after she advised the Defendant that she was 

taking Djimson Belzy to the station that the Defendant had asked if she was 
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releasing him (Djimson) into his custody. She responded that she did not recall that 

and in fact that question was asked on a different day, by a person other than the 

Defendant in a different context. 

 

29. The Defense went on to put their case to the witness in the following manner: 

Defense Counsel: I am going to ask you about a conversation you had with 

Louise Belzy. 

Question: Louise Belzy is Jonald Belzy’ s wife, correct? 

Answer: correct. 

Question: And she is a serving police officer in Grand Turk? 

Answer: Yes, she is. 

Question: Do you recall in the early hours of the 1st January this year having a 

conversation with officer Belzy? 

Answer: “I do recall but I also remember that I was highly intoxicated that 

night. I was at a party drinking from 6 O’clock on the 31st of December and I 

believe that conversation would have happened after she came to work after 12 

that night; so probably after 1:00. So anything that was said in that 

conversation shouldn’t have been taken seriously cause I was drunk.” 

Question: Do you recall speaking with Louise Belzy in the back of the police jeep 

in the presence of two others police officers? 

Answer: As I said, I do recall speaking to her but I cannot recall any details of 

that conversation cause like I said, I was drinking from six hours prior to that 

very hard. I was drunk. 

Defence Counsel: Let me see if I can jog your memory. 

Question: Do you recall apologizing to Louise Belzy for what you said you had 

done to her and her husband? 

Answer: No, your Ladyship. 

Question: Do you recall telling Louise Belzy that you had just done it because 

you were upset with Belzy because he took your file and filed it at the Court? 

Answer: He did not have possession of my case file to file it. 

It was already with the DPP’s Office; he didn’t have possession of my case file. 

Question: Do you accept that this conversation in which you said you were 

drunk, in the jeep; you were discussing the allegations made against Jonald 

Belzy and Louise Belzy? 

Answer: I do not recall the conversation to comment on it. 

Question: Are you saying that you would be unable to confirm or deny anything 

that was put to you that you said? 

Answer: That’s what I am saying, I was drunk so I can’t recall what happened 

that night. 
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Suggestion: Just to be fair to you, I’m going to suggest that you apologized to 

Louise and told her that you had lied to the Police about what Belzy had said 

but you did it because you were upset. 

Answer: I do not recall. 

Suggestion: You told Louise Belzy that it was a set up and you were pushed into 

it by other officers. 

Answer: I do not recall that conversation at all. 

 

30.  In re- examination PC Astwood clarified her first reference to being upset. She said:  

“Yes, I was upset. I was upset because it felt like because he couldn’t get what he 

wanted from me in relation to the case, he would try and take it further” 

“Didn’t get what he wanted meaning, he didn’t get me to release Djimson.” 

 

Evidence of ASP Dwight Gardiner 

31. At the time of giving his evidence Acting Assistant Superintendent Dwight Gardiner 

(ASP Gardiner) was stationed in Providenciales as Divisional Commander. 

However, in November 2018, he was stationed at Police Headquarters in Grand 

Turk at the rank of Inspector. 

 

32.  On November 26, 2018, as a result of information which he received, ASP Gardiner 

commenced investigations into allegations made against the Defendant. To this end 

he collected statements, the bodycam recording which was admitted in evidence as 

exhibit 1 and interviewed the Defendant under caution. At the end of the process 

the Defendant was formally charged with the offences before the court. 

 

33. ASP Gardiner said that he had known the Defendant before charge; that they had 

worked together previously and that they had a respectful relationship. 

 

Cross examination of ASP Gardiner  

34.  ASP Gardiner confirmed that he had been assigned the case by his superiors and 

that he had seen the internal report which was made by PC Astwood. He had also 
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received a report written by the Defendant, in which the words attributed to the 

Defendant by PC Astwood were denied. 

 

35. ASP Gardiner agreed with Counsel that the report written by the Defendant gave a 

full explanation of what had happened on the day in question and the days 

following.  

 

36.  According to ASP Gardiner, the Defendant had enlisted with the Police Force since 

2004 and that he had acted as Sergeant of Police in the past.  In 2017, the Defendant 

had VIP duty assigned to the Premier’s Office. He was the close protection officer 

for the Premier. Officer Gardiner agreed that was a special position and that only an 

officer of a certain standard should be given that role. 

 

37.  At the time ASP Gardiner worked as an acting Sergeant, he was the immediate 

supervisor of the Defendant. He went on to describe the Defendant as a ‘reliable, 

dependable and experienced officer”. He confirmed that he has no knowledge of 

officer Belzy in any dishonest circumstance. 

 

38.  ASP Gardiner said that to his knowledge the Defendant has no previous convictions. 

 

Submission of no case to answer 

39.  At the close of the case for the Prosecution, the Defence made extensive 

submissions that there was no case to answer on both counts. However, taking the 

Prosecution’s case at its highest, on one view of the evidence; it can be said that the 

Defendant, by his question/request, sought to intervene to dissuade the officer from 

her stated course. 

 

40. Based on the case presented at that stage and bearing in mind what is required to 

be established in respect of each offence, I determined that on a balance of 



CR 29/2019 R v. Jonald Belzy  Page 11 of 17 

probability, there was sufficient evidence to establish a prima facie case on each 

count and therefore ruled that there was a case to answer. 

 

The Defence Case 

41.  The Defendant, elected to give evidence on his own behalf.  

 

42. Jonald Belzy is 36 years old and has been living in Grand Turk for the past twenty-

five years. He lives with his wife and two children. He enlisted in the Police Force in 

July of 2004, He is currently a constable but has acted as Sergeant. 

 

43. In 2017, the Defendant Belzy was appointed VIP close protection officer to Premier 

at the time, Mr. Ewing and later current Premier Cartwright-Robinson. 

 

44. On November 6, 2018, the Defendant recalls that he was on duty by the Cruise 

Center in Grand Turk. He also recalls receiving a call from Djimson Belzy, one of his 

cousins who stated on the phone that he was stopped by the police coming out of 

Chukka. He said: 

“When he told me that I told him to pass me the officer. I knew he was visiting 

the Island; I didn’t want him to lie to me. I told his to let me speak to the officer 

before I even asked him what he was stopped for” 

 

45.  According the Defendant, he recognized the voice of PC Astwood on the phone and 

they greeted each other. He enquired whether Djimson had gotten into an accident. 

PC Astwood confirmed that there was no accident but said that Djimson had been 

riding a motor scooter without documents and without papers. 

 

46. The Defendant said he thinks that is when he asked if she was going to release his 

cousin into his custody. In his experience sometimes when police officers arrested 

a family member they would call you and say I have your cousin or your brother 
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and he was not sure whether PC Astwood had allowed Djimson to call him to release 

him to into his custody or what she was doing. 

 

47. In relation to the words attributed to him by officer Astwood, the Defendant said: 

“I never ask her that question to persuade her in any way I just ask her” 

 

48.  According to the Defendant himself and PC Astwood had a normal conversation and 

she said whatever he had wanted to bring, take it to the station for my cousin as she 

was taking him to the station of something like that. She had answered with 

question with a “no” and stated whatever he wanted to bring, bring it at the police 

station. 

 

49. The Defendant said he thought that the reference to papers was in relation to the 

scooter, and further went on to say that he never used the words alleged by PC 

Astwood, that he never asked her to turn her back and let him go. 

 

50. The Defendant said that he was advised of the date for Djimson’ s case by his 

attorney, Mr. Skippings and that on November 9th 2018 he went to court and did not 

see officer Astwood until after, she appeared in plain clothes left and returned in 

uniform. She had spoken to the Prosecutor.  He noticed that officer Astwood was 

not happy with the whole court proceedings.  

 

51. Mr. Belzy said he learnt that she was not happy because she had thought he took 

her case file to court, but that was not true. He said he became aware of the 

allegations against him on November 20, 2018. He was given a short time to prepare 

a report and did so on the same day. At the time he was not given a copy of PC 

Astwood’ s report. 
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52. The Defendant said when he spoke to PC Astwood on the phone he was not seeking 

to have Dijimson avoid arrest. It was a surprise to him how his words were fixed to 

get him in court. He was suspended from the force before he was charged. 

 

Cross examination of the Defendant 

53. The Defendant confirmed that at some point he was with beet and patrol and had 

occasion to assist officers on the road. He was unaware that ID was used to verify 

status because they are two separate things. However, he was aware that there was 

an illegal immigration problem in the Turks and Caicos Islands. 

 

54. According to the Defendant during the conversation with PC Astwood, she never 

mentioned arrest nor that she was detaining Djimson. He said he never thought he 

was being detained because she said she stopped him for traffic offences. 

 

55. The Defendant again denied the suggestion that he asked PC Astwood to walk away 

and let him go.  He said he never used those words to the officer, she only bring them 

to court to get him in problems. 

 

56. In relation to use of police discretion, he said if the police call someone from the 

scene it is because they are exercising their discretion, a warning may be given. it 

depends. 

 

57. The Defendant said he and PC Astwood never had any problems besides what she 

put him now and they still don’t have any problem. 

 

Evidence of Louise Belzy 

58. Mrs. Louise Belzy is a police officer who is stationed in Grand Turk “A” Division. The 

Defendant is her husband. 
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59. According to Mrs. Belzy, On January 1, 2020 sometime after 1:00 am she was on 

mobile duty with PC Blair- Quelch, and PC Ariza. PC Blair Quelch who was the driver 

stopped the vehicle in the vicinity of Nate Lightbourne’ s apartment. She noticed 

music playing and a lot of officers were there. Officer Astwood approached the 

vehicle and spoke with them. She then got in the vehicle and spoke with the witness, 

she said “I really want to talk with you about what happened”.  

 

60.  Mrs. Belzy reminded her that they were not supposed to be speaking. Where upon 

PC Astwood said: 

“Yes, I know they told me not to speak with you or Belzy, but it is killing me, 

every time I saw you or Belzy….” 

 

61. The witness said she told PC Astwood she would not be speaking to her about the 

matter for her to go and repeat what she said. However, according to Mrs. Belzy PC 

Astwood continued saying  

“Louise you have to believe me that day that happened it wasn’t me I was upset 

with Belzy for calling my case in court and to the DPP” 

 

62. Mrs. Belzy said she got angry with her when she said that and started yelling at her.  

She told her “Jarcel you are a liar! How Belzy could file your case to court and DPP?” 

 

63. After this exchange Officer Quelch and Ariza then decided to give the two officers 

some space and left the vehicle. PC Astwood continued to speak. According to the 

witness she said:  

“I’m here to make things right, you have to forgive me”  

 

64. Mrs. Belzy said she responded that as a Christian, she wanted to forgive her but it 

was hard after all that she had put them through. She told PC Astwood the only thing 

she wanted to do was to choke her in the mobile. However, PC Astwood went on to 

say that she could not sleep at night and that they set her up to do this to Belzy. 
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65. The witness said “here we go again you have to leave me alone”. At this point PC 

Astwood started crying.  She said “Belzy it was a set up by ASP Cayley, Inga Taylor 

and Bacchus” Mrs. Belzy said she got angrier at hearing this. 

 

66. Mrs. Belzy said in her view PC Astwood was not drunk at the time of the 

conversation, because she had asked PC Astwood where they were and she said in 

the mobile. The witness said she had to deal with drunk people all the time and PC 

Astwood was not drunk.  At some point PC Astwood left the vehicle to use the 

bathroom and the witness called PC Jones who came to her in the mobile. While 

crying she relayed to him what had happened. 

 

67. During cross examination this witness was asked whether she had reported the 

matter. Her response was that at the time she was in the company of officers 

including senior officer Quelch so she did not need to make a report. 

 

The Law 

68.  There are certain duties of a Judge hearing a case without a jury. This was set out 

very clearly in R v Dave Kennedy Whittaker2, a decision of the Cayman Court of 

Appeal in which Mottley JA adopted the view of the former Lord Chief Justice of 

Northern Ireland, Lord Lowry in R v. Thompson3 in which he stated at page 83: 

 

“While on the subject I might say a word on the duty of the judge when giving 

judgment in a trial under the 1973 Act. He has no jury to charge and therefore 

will not err if he does not state every legal proposition and review every fact and 

argument on either side. His duty is not as in a jury trial to instruct laymen as to 

every relevant aspect of the law or to give a full and balanced picture of the facts 

for decision by others. His task is to reach conclusions and give reasons to support 

his view and, preferably, to notice any difficult or unusual points of law in order 

                                                           
2 Cr. App. R.  No. 14 of 2006 
3 [1977]NI 74 at page 83 
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that if there is an Appeal, it may be seen how his view of the law informed his 

approach to the facts.” 

 

69.  In a 2010 Decision of the Cayman Court of Appeal in Randy Martin v R4 Mottley J.A. 

following Lowry LCL in R v Thompson and R v. Thain said at para 31: 

“A judge sitting in a criminal case without a jury, in rendering his decision and 

giving his reasons for so concluding, is not required to review every fact and 

detail each argument on which the prosecution and defence rely as if he were 

summing up to a jury. The judge must set out the conclusion reached and make 

clear the reason for arriving at that conclusion.” 

  

Analysis and Conclusion  

70. In proof of its case the Prosecution called one witness as to fact. The case with 

respect to each count therefore turns on the credibility of the main witness PC Jarcel 

Astwood, which I will shortly deal with.  This is essentially a case which rests on the 

word of one police officer against the word of another.  

 

71. At this stage, I find it convenient to warn myself that the Defendant has no burden 

of proof. However, having given evidence, it is my duty to weigh it in the same fair 

scale as all other evidence in the case and ascribe to it what weight I think 

appropriate. 

 

72. In determining what weight to attach to the Defendant’s evidence I remind myself 

that he is a man of previous good character. This is by no means a defense to the 

charges, however, it is a positive feature which I take into account in deciding 

whether or not to accept his evidence. The fact that he has not offended in the past 

may make it less likely that he acted in the way now being alleged against him. I also 

take account of what was said of him by his former supervisor ASP Gardiner. 

 

                                                           
4 Cr. App. R. 2 of 2010 



CR 29/2019 R v. Jonald Belzy  Page 17 of 17 

73. The linchpin of the Prosecution’s case is the credibility of PC Astwood, who has 

ascribed certain words to the Defendant during a phone conversation at a routine 

traffic check. These words were in relation to a person being taken to police station 

for further checks to be made and to his identity and status in the Turks and Caicos 

Islands. It is in this context, that PC Astwood says that the Defendant asked if she 

could turn her back and let him go. The Defendant has denied those words and has 

called a witnesses to say PC Astwood confessed in the back of a police vehicle on the 

first day of 2020 that she was sorry for what she had done and it was done out of 

anger at how the case involving Djimson Belzy got to court. 

 

74. The cross examination of the PC Astwood considerably weakened her credibility 

but not fatally so at the close of the Prosecution’s case. However, the evidence of the 

Defendant and his witness has served to further eroded that credibility. The 

standard of proof, to be applied at this stage of the proceedings is that each count is 

proved beyond a reasonable doubt. This court entertains a reasonable doubt as to 

the words which were used by the Defendant during the phone conversation as well 

as his intention at the time. It is my duty to resolve same in the Defendant’s favour. 

I therefore find him not guilty of both charges. 

 

 

/s/ T. Lobban Jackson 

____________________________________ 
 Hon. Justice Lobban Jackson 
 Judge of the Supreme Court 
 

 


