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CRIMINAL APPEAL NO. 11 

BETWEEN 

THE COURT OF APPEAL 

WINSTON SAMPSON 

and 

THE 

Before: The Honourable Mr. Justice - Chief 
The Honourable Mr. Justice Moe 
The Honourable Mr. Justice Mitchell 

c. K. Bacchus-Gill for 
c. .P.P. for 

16, 
Dec. 

On 21st , Winston was convicted 

sentenced to death for the murder of Yolande Weekes, at 's 

this island, on the 27th 1985. 

On the 28th 1986, Winston 

and sentence on four , one of which was abandoned when 

came on for on the 16th 1986. 

conviction 

After the and submissions of counsel on each s 

this Court stated: 

"Because of the course which the in 
this case have taken, the Court has been invited 
to consider whether or not to order a new 
trial. The reasons for our decision on the 

will be reduced into and read 
at a later date. We are unanimous in the view 
that the Court not to order a new trial 
in the circumstances of this case. The 
is allowed, the conviction and the sentence 
set aside and lest there be any doubt we direct 
that there be an entered." 

We now our reasons in 

The need to consider whether there to be an orde 

a new trial or not arose on the submission of the learned Director of 

Public Prosecutions after he conceded that there had been a fatal error 
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