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SENTENCING MEMORANDUM

GOMEZ, J.
Roland G. Murrell and Ayala A. King were convicted on July

5, 2013.
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Murrell was convicted of nine counts. Count four of the
indictment charged Murrell with a violation of 18 U.S.C.
8924(c)(1)(a)- Count eight of the indictment charged Murrell
with violations of 14 V.1.C. 88 921, 922(a)(1). Count nine of
the indictment charged Murrell with a violation of 14 V.I.C. §
2253(a) . Count eleven of the indictment charged Murrell with
violations of 14 V_I1.C. 88 295(1), 11(a). Count twelve of the
indictment charged Murrell with violations of 14 V_I1.C. 88
295(3), 11(a)-. Count thirteen of the indictment charged Murrell
with a violation of 14 V.I1.C. § 2253(a). Count fifteen of the
indictment charged Murrell with violations of 14 V_I1.C. 88 1861,
1862(1), 11(a). Count sixteen of the indictment charged Murrell
with a violation of 14 V.I1.C. § 2253(a). Count eighteen of the
indictment charged Murrell with violations of 14 V_I1.C. 88
551(1), 552.

King was convicted of nine counts. Count seven of the
indictment charged King with a violation of 18 U.S.C.
8§8924(c)(1)(a). Count eight of the indictment charged King with
violations of 14 V_1.C. 88 921, 922(a)(1). Count ten of the
indictment charged King with a violation of 14 V_.I1.C. 8§ 2253(a).
Count eleven of the indictment charged King with violations of

14 V.1.C. 88 295(1), 11(a)- Count twelve of the indictment

charged King with violations of 14 V.1.C. 88 295(3), 11(a).
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Count fourteen charged King with a violation of 14 V_.1.C. §
2253(a) . Count fifteen charged King with violations of 14 V.I.C.
88 1861, 1862(1), 11(a). Count seventeen charged King with a
violation of 14 V_.1.C. § 2253(a). Count eighteen charged King
with violations of 14 V.I1.C. 88 551(1), 552.

Murrell and King were sentenced on October 10, 2013. At the
conclusion of the hearing, the Court sentenced King to the
following terms of imprisonment: 120 months for count 7, to be
served consecutively to the sentences for local counts 8, 10,
11, 12, 14, 15, 17, 18; 15 years as a general sentence, to be
served consecutively to the sentences for the remaining local
counts 8, 11, 12, 15, and 18; 15 years as a general sentence for
counts 8, 11, and 12, to be served concurrently with the
sentences for counts 15 and 18; 15 years for count 15; and 5
years for count 18. The sentences on counts 15 and 8 are to be
served concurrently with the general term imposed on counts 8,
11, and 12, and consecutively with the general term imposed on
counts 10, 14, and 17. The Court ordered that federal sentences
be served first.

The Court sentenced Murrell to the following terms of
imprisonment: 200 months for count 4, to be served consecutively

to the sentences for local counts 8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 15, 16, 18;

15 years as a general sentence for counts 9, 13, 16, to be
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served consecutively to the sentences for the remaining local
counts 8, 11, 12, 15, and 18; 15 years as a general sentence for
counts 8, 11, and 12; 15 years for count 15; and 5 years for
count 18. The sentences on counts 15 and 18 are to be served
concurrently with the general term imposed on counts 8, 11, and
12, and consecutively with the general term imposed on counts 9,
13, and 16. The Court ordered that federal sentences be served
first.

This memorandum outlines the factors the Court considered
when i1t imposed these sentences.

On 1ts fTace, i1t is arguable that 14 V_I1.C. 8§ 2253 requires
the Court to Impose a consecutive sentence because the statute
states that “applicable penalties provided for violation of this
section shall be iIn addition to the penalty provided for the
commission of, or attempt to commit, the crime of violence.” 14
V.I1.C. § 2253 (b) (emphasis added). However, the Third Circuit
has held that *““the trial court should be able to sentence a
defendant consecutively or concurrently as it sees fit,”” and
that the phrase “in addition to” in other portions of the Virgin
Islands Code does not mandate consecutive sentences. Gov’t of
the Virgin Islands v. Douglas, 812 F.2d 822, 832-833 (3d Cir.
1987) (holding that “in addition to” language in 14 V.1.C. §

2251(a)(2)(B) does not require imposition of consecutive



Case: 3:13-cr-00010-RAM-RM Document #: 67 Filed: 01/28/14 Page 5 of 5
USA v. Murrell, et al.
Crim. No. 2013-10
Sentencing Memorandum
Page 5
sentences). It 1s in the discretion of the district court to
impose consecutive sentences regardless. Id.

Applying this standard, the Court notes that the crimes of
which Murrell and King have been convicted are very serious
offenses. The Court also notes that the circumstances of these
offenses warrant these sentences. The defendants engaged in
particularly heinous conduct: Murrell and King ambushed the
victim as he tried to enter his own home, shot the victim eight
times, stole the victim’s jewelry, and then left the victim
lying in a pool of his own blood for his children to discover.
Murrell’s and King’s sentences reflect the seriousness of their
multiple offenses. These sentences promote respect for the law;
protect the community; deter criminal conduct; and justly punish
this heinous conduct.

This Court i1s no stranger to defendants who have committed
similar offenses. The sentences iImposed also ensure parity among
similarly situated defendants.

Significantly, the imposition of any consecutive term of

imprisonment was not solely because of the “iIn addition to”

language found in 14 V.1.C. 8§ 2253 (b).

S\

Curtis V. Gobmez
District Judge
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