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Th:s is an appilcaflon for Ieave To appeai agalnsf The coancTson R

"f_of The appl:canT for The offence of murder on The 23rd March 1988 before f

H';Gordon J.,.st?Teng w&Th a Jury in: The ST El:zabefh Clrcut+ Cour*. On 26fh ---':'

:'feojSepTember iasf we refused Eeave fo appeai and promlsed To puT OLF reasons

" ;ln wrtfing._ We do so now..ofe35*-r

“i o The facTs ouf of wh:ch Thls convqcffon.arose were br:efly as o
:}:fo![ows.. = | | _

. On The 23rd March 1988 Tne deceased G%adys S!mms was slaln while
g eshe slepf |n her bed wnTh her dauqh*er Dorrr+ Brooks The appilcanf was

.. seen. by Brooks To enTer fhe room . af+er breaxing down The door._ He-was-

-”_armed w:Th a macheTe and a Kntfe and lmmedxafe%y commenced an’ anack on’

 .ea S|mms whc feii from The bed wz?houf waklng f"om her sieep. Sheywas:neyer L

' mﬁefo awake agaln she !ay ceed on The floor.




He Then Turned h:s a*fack on'

"_'KcnneTh Brown waTched from The doorway c his adJosnlng room :

oks, whale her son,

The..

' '1nJur:es he infi;cTed upon her werﬂ noT faTat and she survnved To

 _seek asstsfarc& affer Tne aﬂpitcanT hﬂd fled Throuoh +he back-door

;Q',_of The house and To give evndence for The Crown.”-_,*"

The pOST morTem examlnc?lon subsequenfiy performed on' The _'

. Dooy of The Qeceased Gladys S:mms reveated Thaf deaTh was due To

Shock and haemorrhaae, as a resuiT of

"%gﬁmuifipie |nJurtes.:;ﬁ-;f-

‘5352{?fLacerafaon of- +he iung w1Th haemorrhage

{_flnfo the piural cavufy and.

fﬁlnfracranla! haemorrhage i +€. bleedang
'.Ins:de The skuil - -

The mazn anLFEeS descr:bed by The docfor and whtch subsTanf:aEly

:'{ cohTrlbuTed To The~cause of deaTh were

?

A Thrce and a haiq lnch !aceraf:on fo

'.-;The scalp above Thu Ieff ear, and

.H ?hree 1nch lacerafton of Thb back of

~ . othe left side of the: chest below the
. scapula. just- Two. and a half inches deep,

Cowhich went: in?o The! lung, causing a .

~_gf :lacer?a1on of the back of The iowe lqbe' f
“;Lfof The %efT lung..~ o

The defence was 3 denlai of The commisSton of Thc offence, The o

hlm say;ng "Deacon choH up Dor and Gladys and 1f g kefch hiﬂ I ki!! hsm.;.*
T ketch h:m ' stab h;m.ﬁ
  ?ThaT They sald he choppeu Q§ peopie.~
-? beh|nd blm was To some. eXTenu cons;sfenT w;fh whaT The crown afleged +ha+~-'

;?he appi:canT sa:d To InspecTor HalE afTer he was- Totd of Thn reporT and

”:f-ap !1can+ TesTlTylna Tha# he wenf To iook for a gsrl friend on Thaf nighT

fﬁfhaf he dld nof see her, and on’ h:s way bacm home he heard a: vouce behind='"

'-:_cauTaoned These words were._ e

He wenT To hls broTher 'S, home and Told h|m o

The Tesfimony ThaT he heard a: vonce.



"l was on my w To the Qrﬁcéfy shop |
when | heard . rsoice.behind me saying,
Devon killed ! 3dys Simms and her .
daughter and’ I'catch him:t going.
to chop him uj ard klEi him foci! -

Howévér iﬁ:cross-egém 3a+ton, Thb Inspecfor dented Tha? The
name menfioned in +ha+ sfa?emenfﬁby fhe appllcanf Was “Deacon" 'Thﬁ.
sngnnflcance of Th|s, apparen?ly is To be found in the fact ThaT The .
applicent is called "Deacon".

The issue raised af fhé Trzal was one of.ldunflf:cafton. The
witness Brooks anﬁ KenneTh Brown boTh Tes+|f|ed To haVIng «nown ?he
applicant before, for 5 and 8 yaars respcc+tvely. Lndeed the witness
Brooks testified that the applecanf !lved;og the éamé'premises; Having
been broughT there to live by*her*bro#her w%oihad'pETy on him at a time
when he had no where To five. The oppor?untfy ror recognlzlng the
applscan? was provedeH by the Iigh* from a lamp by which the ycung
Kenneth had been-studying in The'adjoin?ng-room,“and*which-shone3inTo
the room where the applicant made his v1oteﬂT attack upon his v;cTums.
Kenneth, in fact d;d ca!l The app!ncan? by ﬂamw, dur;ng The: attack
pleading with him saylng

| "Deacon Exck Theﬁ buT don*f knti them,"

At +he hearlng of Thas appi|ca+1ow, Mr. Deiroy Chuck conceded
that having examined The TranscrepT he could find no valid complalnT )
ne:fher Inrespect: of The evidence or the d: ecflons ?o ;;e Jury ot the
learned trial Jnge;; With this view we enTgrely agree. The evidence
was overwhelming against the appiican*,'andkrévealed a most vicious and
cold blooded'af?ack.upon The decessed and hér:daughfef”whifé they stept
in bed.  The d;rec+:ons Treafed all “the- IS:USS involved with admlrab!e

efficiency and cannct be faulted, “in The'éyenf, we found no reason to

interfere:and consequen?ly-refdsed-Ieave:To§appeal;



