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FOREWORD

When I was recently asked by Dr Keith Wilkinson to write a few lines about his book, I was delighted to accept. Up to that point, I had been totally unaware of his somewhat unusual interest in violent crime. Those readers in the Isle of Man may be familiar with the more recent cases. However, the author’s thorough and painstaking research has unearthed many more cases than one might have ever imagined. Students of Manx criminal history will find the various cases fascinating, while others will simply find them very interesting reading.

I have also been asked by the author to provide simple guidelines as to the court procedure in the Isle of Man. Before embarking upon such a task, I feel it might be important to ensure the reader is familiar with the geography and the constitutional position of the Isle of Man. Geographically it is 227 square miles in area and measures 32 miles from its northernmost tip at the Point of Ayre, to the Chicken Rock in the south and its widest point is 13 miles from east to west coast. It is found in the Irish Sea and its nearest point to Scotland is 16 miles, to England 34 miles, to Northern Ireland 40 miles and to Wales 55 miles. Constitutionally the Isle of Man is a dependency of the British Crown. It is neither part of the United Kingdom nor a colony. It has its own independent government and passes its own laws.

The criminal laws of the United Kingdom do not apply to the Isle of Man. Having said that, however, it would be idle to pretend that there are not considerable similarities between the two systems. I would venture to suggest that if a law student in the United Kingdom were somehow whisked into Court Number 3 in Douglas and were present throughout a murder trial, he or she would be hard pressed fully to appreciate all the differences. If the student arrived early enough, he or she would notice one obvious difference as the Coroner (a court official – not to be confused with the Coroner of Inquests) proceeded to ‘fence’ the court. The Coroner does this by charging ‘that no person shall quarrel, brawl or make any disturbance and that all persons shall answer their names when called’. The Coroner then (three times) calls upon all persons present ‘to bear witness this court is now fenced’. The court then commences ‘officially’ to sit and the trial begins.

On looking around, a law student would see the defendant in the dock, a jury of 12 men and women trying the case, lawyers dressed in their familiar garb of black gowns and horsehair wigs and a judge presiding over proceedings. It might strike the student that the judge – known in the Isle of Man as a ‘deemster’ – is soberly dressed in a black gown, as opposed to the exotic ‘livery’ worn by his United Kingdom counterparts. He or she might also observe that the familiar coat of arms of lion and unicorn do not adorn the court but have been replaced by a coat of arms peculiar to the Isle of Man: a peregrine falcon and a raven.

The student might possibly, albeit after some considerable time, appreciate that behind what he or she believes to be the barristers in their wigs and gowns, there are no instructing solicitors to be found. This is because in the Island the professions of barristers and solicitors have been fused into one and all such practitioners are known as ‘advocates’. I might also add at this point that at the Manx Bar there are no Queen’s Counsel (that is not to say QCs never appear in the Isle of Man. There is provision in Manx law for English Counsel to be specifically licensed to conduct cases here).

Our hypothetical student would find the laws of evidence, definition of murder and the court procedure adopted to be indistinguishable from those adopted in a United Kingdom court. The only real difference that might register is that the deemster, in summing up to the jury, would direct the members that their verdict must be unanimous. There is no provision in Manx law for any majority verdict.

After summing up, the deemster would put the jury in charge of the Coroner. The members of the jury would then retire until they returned to deliver their collective verdict. Until the passing of the Death Penalty Abolition Act 1993, the only lawful sentence that could be imposed for an offence of murder was to order that the defendant ‘suffer death as a felon’. Until its repeal, Section 368 of the Criminal Code 1872 provided:


the judgment sentence and punishment shall be, that the person convicted shall be hanged by the neck until he be dead, and that the dead body of such person shall be buried within the precincts of the gaol or such other place as shall be ordered by the Court.



Incidentally, I might point out that the Isle of Man still theoretically recognises the distinctions between felonies and misdemeanours although the reasons for those historical differences have, by and large, vanished.

Although the death sentence was actually pronounced in several recent cases until 1993, the actual penalty itself had not been carried out in the Island for well over 100 years and the death sentence in recent years would invariably be commuted to life imprisonment by the United Kingdom Home Secretary.

The Island has its own laws but there are distinct similarities as regards the two systems. For example, summary matters (in other words the less serious offences) are heard in the United Kingdom before lay magistrates or a district judge. In the Isle of Man, whilst we have lay magistrates, we do not have a district judge but we do have a High Bailiff, who sits alone when hearing and determining summary matters. The office of High Bailiff is an ancient and well-respected one and in addition to his duties as a stipendiary magistrate, the High Bailiff also acts as Coroner of Inquests and in various other capacities too lengthy to detail here.

The very serious matters (for example murder, manslaughter, rape, robbery) cannot be dealt with by the magistrates or the High Bailiff. These matters must eventually be heard before a deemster sitting in the Court of General Gaol Delivery. However, once a defendant has been arrested by the police in respect of such serious matters, he or she makes an initial appearance before the High Bailiff or the magistrates. Once the prosecution has completed its enquiries and all witness statements are taken, the defendant, if the circumstances warrant it, is then committed (or ‘sent’) to the Court of General Gaol Delivery either on bail or in custody to be dealt with there. The defendant at such a court will enter his or her plea to the formal written charge known as ‘an Information’ (the equivalent to the United Kingdom indictment) and if the defendant pleads ‘not guilty’ then a trial date will be fixed and the case will be heard before a jury of twelve in murder cases (but generally seven in the other serious cases such as rape, robbery etc.) selected by ballot from a panel itself selected at random.

I will add a historical note at this juncture. As indicated nowadays a defendant will almost invariably have to be committed by a magistrates court or by the High Bailiff to answer a charge of murder at the Court of General Gaol Delivery. This was not always the case. In Dr Wilkinson’s book, you will find several examples of defendants finding their way to General Gaol via the finding of a Coroner of Inquests’ jury. In cases such as murder or manslaughter, the jury would name the person(s) alleged to have committed the offence and the inquest operated as an indictment of the person(s) so charged, who would be committed to stand trial at the next convenient Court of General Gaol Delivery. Manx law was changed in 1987 (so as to bring it in line with its UK counterpart) and specifically by Section 12 (3): ‘no such inquisition shall charge a person with murder, manslaughter or infanticide’. It would appear that Janice McCallum’s death (Chapter 9) was the last time a particular person was named by a jury as being responsible for a death.

Furthermore, up until 1918 there was also a procedure by which an inquiry could be held before a deemster and a small jury of ‘six good and lawful men’, composed of jurors from the ‘Special Jury List of Jurors from the Sheading’ (district) in which the defendant resided. The Attorney General appeared either in person (or through a local advocate) to conduct what was in effect committal proceedings. The duty of the jury was not to find whether the accused was guilty or not but to say what charges, if any, should be preferred against the accused. If the Jury found there was a prima facie case of murder or manslaughter, the defendant was then committed to stand trial at a Court of General Gaol Delivery before a deemster and a jury of 12 who would determine whether or not he or she was guilty.

Nowadays, whilst the very serious cases must go to a Court of General Gaol Delivery, there are a number of matters which can either be heard summarily or before a Court of General Gaol Delivery. These offences consist of such matters as theft, obtaining by deception, causing actual bodily harm, ‘simple’ criminal damage etc. Unlike in the United Kingdom, the defendant does not have an automatic right to apply for his case to be heard before a jury. He may seek to persuade a summary court that a jury trial is appropriate but the final decision rests with the court itself.

If a defendant is convicted by a summary court and wishes to appeal, then there is no provision, as there is in the United Kingdom, for the case to be reheard before a Crown judge and two magistrates. Appeals from the summary courts and from the Court of General Gaol Delivery are heard by the Manx Appeal Court (Staff of Government Division). In exceptional cases a defendant can appeal through the Staff of the Government Division to the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. In recent times one defendant convicted of murder was able to persuade the Privy Council to overturn that verdict and substitute a conviction for manslaughter in place thereof. The other defendant, whose case was heard at the same time by the Privy Council, was not so successful and his conviction was upheld (see Chapter 4).

There is no Crown Prosecution Service in the Isle of Man. Uniformed police officers holding the rank of Sergeant and above prosecute the vast majority of criminal matters before the magistrates or the High Bailiff. If the complainant (i.e. body bringing the charge) is a government department, then the prosecution is generally conducted by a professional member of staff of the Island’s Attorney General. All matters prosecuted at the Court of General Gaol Delivery are generally conducted by such professional members of the Attorney General’s staff, although in certain cases they may do so with the assistance of English Counsel specially licensed for the purpose.

I hope I have not bored the reader overmuch and I have endeavoured merely to give a flavour of the law and procedures of the Isle of Man. I do not pretend that the aforementioned is comprehensive and, it should also be remembered, there will inevitably be exceptions to the various general rules.

On a personal note, I can clearly remember what is commonly called the ‘Golden Egg Murder’. Indeed, even though it is nearly 30 years ago, certain parts are fresh in my memory, as if the event had only occurred last week. On the day that the body was discovered, I was by chance speaking to the Island’s Attorney General, Arthur Christian Luft (later to become a most distinguished and universally respected second deemster and then first deemster), in his room at his chambers, which were then at the Tromode Drill Hall. He was telephoned by a senior officer of police and advised that the bound and bloody body of Nigel Neal had been found at the Golden Egg restaurant when a member of staff had gone in to open up for business that morning. The reaction of the Attorney General (which was the general one in the Island) was one of complete and utter disbelief. There had been no murder committed in the Isle of Man within most people’s living memory and indeed a considerable number of police officers had joined the police force, completed their service and retired, without ever having encountered such a case. ‘Such things do not happen on the Isle of Man’ was quite a common cry to be heard throughout the Island.

Lunney was arrested within a few days of the offence and brought back to the Isle of Man. He was defended by two well-known and prominent local advocates and throughout the hearings was remanded in custody. Also it was not possible for there to be a ‘paper’ committal (that is a committal where the defendant is sent to the Court of General Gaol Delivery without the lower court even having to consider the evidence against him). It was necessary for the prosecution to conduct what is colloquially known as an ‘old fashioned’ committal. In other words, all the witnesses the prosecution were seeking to call at the eventual trial of the defendant were initially required to attend before His Worship the High Bailiff, who would take their sworn depositions. The defendant was allowed, if he so wished, to cross-examine the witnesses.

After committal proceedings had been completed (which from memory took some three days) the then High Bailiff, Henry William Callow (subsequently to become a distinguished Second Deemster some years later) determined that there was a prima facie case for Lunney to answer and accordingly committed him in custody to stand his trial at the next convenient Court of General Gaol Delivery. Although my memory may be at fault, I have it firmly fixed in my mind that the usual legal aid rate at that time was the princely sum of £3 2s 6d per hour. (It was also widely rumoured that the Defence Advocate had prevailed upon the authorities and had managed to achieve an uplift to somewhere in the region of £5 per hour!)

As the author has indicated, Lunney, having pleaded not guilty at an earlier court, then stood his trial in December 1973. It is quite interesting to note that the time between the murder and the actual hearing took only some four months. Regrettably the Isle of Man seems to be following the United Kingdom in that cases of this nature appear to be taking ever longer before the matter is finally determined. Such is progress!

As you might appreciate, the trial was the main subject of conversation throughout the Island and when the hearing did actually take place, I distinctly recall that the public galleries were packed. The jury consisted of 12 men (it was not until 1980 that the ‘progressive’ Isle of Man government decided that women might also be trusted to sit on a jury!), chosen at random and by ballot. Following his trial, Lunney was convicted and the rest, as they say, is history. (A complete account of the murder is contained within Chapter 1.)

I might also add that following Lunney’s case it appeared to me that if the flood gates had not actually opened wide, then they had at least parted a little, because there were a considerable number of homicide matters (murder, manslaughter and infanticide) regularly coming before the Island’s courts thereafter. In fact, I also clearly remember, on or about the third trial for murder following Lunney’s case, looking around the back of the court to find that the public gallery consisted of only two or three people in it. These people were obviously friends or relatives of the defendant and there appeared to be no ‘ordinary’ members of the public interested in the proceedings. It was in stark contrast to what had occurred in the Lunney case but perhaps the novelty had worn off!

Up until the early 1970s the Isle of Man prided itself upon being a law-abiding community with very little crime and certainly very little violent crime. With the case of Lunney these misconceptions were banished and the age of innocence (if it ever really existed) had been lost forever. (At the time of writing, there are several defendants before the courts, two alleged to have committed murder and three alleged to have committed manslaughter.)

T. M. Moyle

High Bailiff


INTRODUCTION

Murder is a fascinating subject. Fictional murder stories have been popular for many years, but more recently there has been a dramatic increase in the number of books detailing true murders, which often become bestsellers. There is also the steadily increasing number of fictional television detectives who investigate murder cases. At the same time the number of television programmes dealing with the subject of true crime, particularly those on some of the satellite channels, seems to be increasing at an exponential rate.

The Isle of Man, with a current population of around 80,000, is often thought of as an island with a relatively low serious crime rate and as we shall see, this certainly was the case in the past. For example, apart from a case during the Second World War where the defendant was acquitted, a murder trial in 1973 was the first on the Island for 43 years.

Since 1973 up until 2003 there has been a dramatic change with at least 11 murder trials resulting in a conviction either for murder or manslaughter. In one case a man who had committed suicide was found guilty by a jury of murdering a young woman. In another murder trial in the 1970s a man who killed his wife was acquitted of all charges and walked free from the court. At the present time there is an ongoing investigation into the double murder of two teenagers.

Advances in techniques of crime detection and in particular the role of DNA profiling, as well as recent developments in the field of psychological profiling, have stimulated considerable interest in the subject of murder.

In this book I will endeavour to give the reader an account of some of those murders on the Isle of Man which have occurred over the last 150 years. Much of the information used in the book has been obtained from newspapers of the time, original inquest transcripts and trial transcripts, when it has been possible to obtain these.

I know there will be some who would rather not hear about such events; they might consider that it would be best if they were forgotten forever and not ‘dragged up from the past’. This may well be an understandable reaction, but there will be others who will be interested in reading about what is, after all, part of Manx history. All of these cases are real, they all happened, and nothing can ever change that. Perhaps by learning from them we may prevent similar tragedies occurring in the future – we might learn from our mistakes. If this book is a record of a part of Manx history of which many were unaware, I will have achieved many of my aims in writing the book.

One very serious concern I have had during the preparation of this book is the possibility of causing distress and heartache to any of those who were intimately involved in any of the cases I have described. If I have failed in my efforts to avoid this I can only offer my most sincere apologies. I have always attempted to describe only the facts of a case and have taken every precaution to minimise this risk. I have thought long and hard about even mentioning certain cases but feel that for the sake of completeness they should be included, if only in the briefest of details concerning the crime. Any errors are my own.

(Note: The chapters containing individual murders are not in chronological order.)
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1

NIGEL NEAL: THE GOLDEN EGG MURDER (1973)

The Summerland indoor leisure centre opened on 25 May 1971. The first phase of the complex, the adjoining Aquadrome building containing two swimming pools, had been up and running for two years. Situated at the northern end of Douglas Promenade, the centre was a large building with a capacity for approximately 5,000 people and was designed to have a controlled ‘tropical’ climate. There were several upper floors arranged in open-faced terraces and the centre offered a variety of entertainments, including music, dancing, sunbathing, eating and drinking, bingo and table tennis. The building was enclosed by a steel framework, clad mostly in a transparent acrylic sheeting material known as ‘Oroglas’.

A booklet entitled The Summerland Story explained the background to the complex and described Summerland as ‘the biggest entertainment complex under one roof in the world and without doubt the finest’. In the section detailing the many problems encountered during its planning and construction, the reader was told that:


With an entertainment centre of such a size, the question of fire-proofing was another major problem. Nothing could be left to chance. The main structure was ideal – solid concrete and non-combustible acrylic sheets. Any outbreak of fire in the future had to be one which could be localised to one room or one machine without any risk of spreading. Again the problems were overcome.



Within a year of those words being written, any illusions of safety that those involved in the creation of Summerland may have had would be shattered by a tragedy which made headlines around the world.

On the evening of Thursday, 2 August 1973, approximately 3,000 people were in Summerland. At around 7.40 p.m., three Liverpool schoolboys who were holidaying on the Island caused a partly dismantled yellow fibreglass kiosk to catch fire in the area of the mini-golf course on the terrace outside the main building. The schoolboys later told police that a discarded cigarette end accidentally started the fire, but at a subsequent inquiry into the events of that night it was revealed that the fire was started by a lighted match. Summerland staff were alerted and several tried unsuccessfully to extinguish the fire, which rapidly spread to an adjacent outer wall of the main building. In a very short space of time the entire building was engulfed in flames and all the floors at or above the entrance level were completely destroyed. Fifty men, women and children lost their lives in what was then the worst peacetime fire disaster in the British Isles since 1929.

The official public inquiry into the tragedy severely criticised almost all aspects of the design and operation of the centre, including the lack of fire resistance in the external wall of the building, some of the materials used in its construction – such as Oroglas – the lack of any proper preparation for the evacuation of the building and inadequate provision for means of escape. Before listing 34 recommendations which they hoped might help prevent a similar tragedy occurring again, the Commission stated:


In all the above inadequacies and failings, it seems to the Commission that there were no villains. Within a certain climate of euphoria at the development of this interesting concept, there were many human errors and failures and it was the accumulation of these, too much reliance upon an ‘old boy network’, and some very ill-defined and poor communications, which led to the disaster.



Assistance was requested from the Lancashire Police Force in the subsequent investigation into the tragedy. People were still trying to come to terms with the Summerland disaster when, two weeks later, they were stunned to hear the news of the discovery of a body in suspicious circumstances in a restaurant in central Douglas.

Nigel Neal, aged 26, was married with two young children. After leaving school he had trained to be a chef in Coventry, later working as joint manager of a restaurant in Bowness, Cumbria, before moving with his family to Great Harwood in Lancashire where he worked as a night chef in a nearby hospital. He had left his home in Lancashire in May 1973 to take up a position as manager in the Golden Egg Restaurant at 10 Strand Street (now Boots Opticians), Douglas and lived in a flat above it. His bound and gagged body was discovered in the kitchen area of the restaurant on the morning of Wednesday, 15 August 1973, by the cleaner, Jean Cowell. She summoned the aid of a window cleaner, George Cawte, who then informed the police. Staff arriving for work were interviewed and taken to Douglas Police Station for questioning. The body lay in a pool of blood with a blood-stained frying-pan found nearby and, two days later, a blood-stained fire-extinguisher was also discovered. It was soon found that more than £1,000 was missing from the restaurant. Some CID officers from Lancashire were still on the Island investigating the Summerland fire and they were transferred to the new case. Others, who had only just returned home, were hastily recalled to assist in the murder investigation.

James Richard Lunney, aged 21 and single, came to live and work in the Isle of Man in June 1973. He had left school in Surrey at the age of 16, having obtained several O levels, and later worked in various casual jobs in different parts of England and in Guernsey. These included being a builder’s labourer, farm worker, chef and trainee barman. By August 1973 he had several convictions for burglary and theft and was sought by police for fraud offences and the theft of a car. Although initially unemployed after arriving on the Island, he had soon obtained work as a lorry driver in Douglas but he left this position after five weeks. He stayed at several addresses before moving into lodgings at 14 Christian Road, Douglas on 22 July using the name Richard Harris. He started work as a grill chef at the Golden Egg Restaurant one week before Neal’s body was found but he fell behind with his rent payments and on 14 August he was ordered to leave the house in Christian Road by his landlady, Mrs Ada Elizabeth Taylor. From statements taken from staff at the Golden Egg it soon became clear that Lunney was the last person to see Neal alive. Although it had been reported that the two men appeared to be on good terms, Lunney quickly became the main suspect in the murder investigation. It was never clearly established, but subsequently suspected by police, that Neal and Lunney may have known each other before they came to the Island. There was also later to be a suggestion of some ill-feeling between the two men over their relationship with a young waitress at the restaurant.

A search for Lunney was instigated and a description of the chief suspect in the inquiry was released by police the day after the discovery of the body. They named the man as James Richard Lunney, who also used the aliases Richard Harris, J. R. Harris and John Sandrey. Born on 27 July 1952, he came from Wimbledon and was 5 ft 11 in. tall with a ‘fresh’ complexion. Described as ‘well spoken’, he had short, light brown hair and blue eyes. He was last known to have been wearing a navy blue rally coat. It was quickly established that he had checked into the nearby Athol Hotel under the name John Sandrey at around 10.00 p.m. on the night of the 14 August. The police soon discovered that between midnight on Tuesday, 14 August and 12.30 a.m. Wednesday, 15 August, a part-time taxi driver, Geoffrey Walmsley, was driving his taxi along Douglas Promenade. He was hailed by a man who ran from between cars parked on the sea side of the Promenade, close to what at that time was the Athol Hotel. The man told Walmsley that his wife was seriously ill in Newcastle and he had to get off the Island as soon as possible so that he could be with her. The taxi driver suggested that he should contact the airport about flights and said that it might be possible to get a boat to take him to England. The man got into the taxi and was taken up Victoria Street but asked to be let out near the top of the street. The taxi driver thought no more of the incident until he later heard a description of the wanted man.

Lunney returned to the Athol Hotel around 12.30 a.m. on the morning of 15 August and was at that time noted to be sweating. He told the manageress of the hotel that he had received a telegram informing him that his wife had been in a car crash in Newcastle and that he had to get off the Island as soon as possible. He asked her how he could charter a plane and after she made some enquiries for him, he was told that the airport was closed until 7.00 a.m. Lunney also asked her about boats leaving the Island. He left the bar at 12.45 a.m. and at approximately 1.00 a.m. the hotel porter saw him leave the hotel with a black suitcase. At 1.50 a.m. he booked a room at the Palace Hotel on Douglas Promenade about half a mile away, also under the name of John Sandrey, paying for this with a £5 note. He was later observed several times in the hotel and was seen to take a taxi from in front of it.

When he heard the description of the wanted man, the driver of that taxi, George Pyatt, aged 57 years, came forward to tell police that he may have valuable information. He explained how he had been driving along a deserted Douglas Promenade at around 6.00 a.m. on Wednesday, 15 August and as he passed the Palace Hotel he heard a shout and a whistle. He saw that a man on the first floor balcony was signalling for him to stop and went on to describe how the man asked to be taken to Ronaldsway, the Island’s airport near Castletown. The only luggage he was carrying was a small ‘executive-type’ briefcase. During the journey to the airport he told Pyatt that he had earlier ‘made a killing’ in the casino, clearing a gambling table of £300. Pyatt added that there was nothing unusual in the man’s behaviour and that he had told him he needed to get off the Island as soon as possible as either his mother or sister was ill. When they arrived at Ronaldsway, about eight miles from Douglas, at around 6.15 a.m. the man had paid the £1.50 fare with two £1 notes from a large roll of banknotes. The airport was closed at that time but when a member of the airport police emerged from a nearby hut, Pyatt suggested that his passenger speak to him. The taxi driver thought no more about his early morning trip to the airport until he heard about the man the police wished to question and he felt sure that his passenger was Lunney. The airport policeman, Ronald Ian Ludgate, told detectives that he had contacted John Lewis, a pilot with the Manx Flyers Aero Club, on Lunney’s behalf and he had agreed to take the man to Blackpool. Ludgate was with the man for about an hour and five minutes and made him a cup of coffee while they waited for the pilot. The passenger filled in a form using the name John Sandrey of 38 Hauteville Street, St Peter’s Port, Guernsey, but strangely he had dated the form 12 October, although Lewis did not notice this until later. The pair left Ronaldsway at approximately 7.35 a.m. in a two-seater plane, arriving in Blackpool about thirty minutes later, around the time that Neal’s body was being discovered in Douglas. Ten minutes later Lewis was on his way back to the Island while Lunney, having paid for the trip with £15 from a roll of banknotes, continued in his attempt to escape justice and left the airport in a taxi, on the next leg of his journey.

Police acting on this information then switched what the press described as ‘the biggest manhunt the Island has ever known’, to Blackpool and a description of Lunney was circulated to police throughout the country. The taxi driver who picked him up from Blackpool airport was soon located. He described how he had taken Lunney to a garage at Clayton-le-Woods near Chorley where he paid £510 cash for a car: a white MGB Roadster, registration number JFV 465F. Enquiries revealed that he had also purchased three road maps for northern England and southern and central Scotland.

After a brief stay at a hotel near Ulverston, Cumbria, Lunney made his way to Edinburgh. Information about his vehicle had by now been circulated, requesting that all public and hotel car parks be visited that night in an effort to trace the car. At 12.30 a.m. on Friday, 17 August, Police Constable David Berry located the vehicle in the car park of the Post House Hotel in Edinburgh and after surveillance during the night, Lunney was arrested at 6.05 a.m. that same morning, when he emerged from the hotel and got into the car. He was taken to the Central Police Station in Parliament Square, Edinburgh.

When searched by police, he was found to have in his possession £331.02 and, amongst other things, a bunch of keys which were later found to belong to the lock of the front door of the Golden Egg Restaurant. Also found in Lunney’s suitcase was an anorak belonging to the owner of the Golden Egg, Royston Knight, which was later shown to have been taken from the restaurant.

On the day Lunney was arrested, the Head of CID on the Isle of Man, Haydn Fitzsimmons and Detective Sergeant Alan Jones, travelled to Edinburgh to interview him. He told them that he wished to make a written statement and following this he was taken back to the Island. At 7.40 p.m. the following day, Saturday, he was charged with Neal’s murder. In answer to the charge he replied ‘Just as I said before, I didn’t do it with malice aforethought.’ On 7 September Lunney was also charged at Douglas Police Station with robbery with violence.

An inquest was held in Douglas the day after the body was found. The dead man’s wife, Mrs Hilary Neal, from Great Harwood, Lancashire, gave identification evidence. She told the inquiry that she had identified her husband’s body in the mortuary of Noble’s hospital and she stated that she had last seen her husband alive on 11 July when he had returned home for the day. She had spoken to him regularly on the telephone, the last time being Tuesday, 14 August, the day before his body was discovered. She explained how she had rung her husband at 12.25 a.m. on the morning of 15 August but there was no answer. She rang several more times, until 2.25 a.m., but there was still no answer.

Dr Joesph H. Ferguson, police surgeon to Douglas District, gave evidence. He described how he had been called to the scene of the crime at 8.45 a.m. on the morning the body was discovered. It was lying face upwards on the floor of the small scullery on the ground floor at the rear of the premises. The body was dressed in a shirt, trousers, butcher’s apron and boots. The legs were tied together at the ankles by a cloth and piece of rope. The hands were tied together across the front of the body with a neck-tie, which was also secured to the metal leg of a sink unit and the mouth was gagged with a cloth, which was knotted into it. The face and head were covered in blood and bloodstained footmarks were seen around the body, on the stairs and on the floor above. A pathologist, Dr Stephen Baker from Noble’s Hospital, was present at a post-mortem carried out by a forensic pathologist from Chorley. He stated that death was caused by a cerebral haemorrhage due to skull fracture.

Lunney’s trial opened in the Douglas Courthouse on 6 December 1973 in front of a packed courtroom. It was the first murder trial to be heard on the Island for 43 years. (The murder trial in 1943 of a Finnish POW who was acquitted of a charge of killing another Finnish internee in a fight, was held in camera for security reasons and most of the details of that case were not heard by the general public; see Chapter 3.) The prosecution team was led by the Attorney General, Mr Arthur Luft, and government advocate Michael Moyle. The defence team was led by Edwyn Garside and Eric Teare and the trial was heard before Deemster R. K. Eason.

Evidence was given that although he was not on duty on the evening in question, Lunney had gone to the Golden Egg Restaurant. He had spoken to Mr Neal between 9.00 p.m. and 10.15 p.m. and had then left the restaurant before returning after 11.00 p.m. when he told other members of staff present that he and Neal planned to visit the casino later. Mrs Joan Benson of Foxdale was the night cashier at the Golden Egg on 14 August. She described being given a note by Lunney for Neal, who was working in the kitchen at the back of the restaurant. When Mr Neal opened the note at about 8.30 p.m. she saw that it started with something about ‘Annette and Chris’ and she added that Neal seemed ‘a bit annoyed’ by it. Sergeant Ralph Kewley, stationed at Douglas, told the court of the discovery in the victim’s wallet of this note. The note said: ‘Nigel, have seen Annette and Chris is back. We’ll be in the lounge bar at the casino if you’re interested at 12.30. Richard.’ Mrs Benson left the restaurant shortly before midnight, when her husband arrived to take her home. Three waitresses left the restaurant shortly after this, leaving Neal and Lunney alone in the building. Mrs Benson said that apart from the note she had not heard any argument between the two, and so far as she was aware they seemed to be on good terms that evening.

Lunney himself gave evidence at the trial. He described coming to the Island in June 1973 and taking up employment at the restaurant the week before Neal was killed. On the evening in question he described how he left the Athol Hotel some time before 10.00 p.m., going along Strand Street to a Chinese restaurant where he had a meal before returning to the Golden Egg to wait for Nigel Neal to finish work. He said that he arrived back at the Golden Egg at about 11.00 p.m. or maybe a little after and the restaurant had already closed. The staff were by now busy cleaning up and he sat inside the restaurant and spoke to several of them, chatting to Mrs Benson’s husband for about five minutes while he was waiting for his wife. After they had left the restaurant, Lunney said he spoke to the other staff who left shortly afterwards in a taxi at approximately 11.45 p.m.

Lunney then spoke to Nigel Neal and they had a drink together in the restaurant. He stated that Neal then went to the kitchen at the back of the restaurant to finish off cleaning up and after Lunney went to join him there, the topic of conversation had soon turned to the subject of women. Lunney claimed that Neal wanted an introduction to a friend of his called Annette whom he had met shortly after coming to the Island. An argument then started and he claimed that he had told Neal he did not agree with things he was saying and reminded him that he, Neal, was married. He felt that Neal had wanted to ‘get Annette into bed’, adding that Neal then took a wild swing at him and a fight broke out between the two, and they fell to the floor. Neal had then, according to Lunney, tried to hit him with a pan which he took from a rack above the sinks. Lunney explained that he then grabbed a fire extinguisher and described how he hit Neal two or three times with it on the head. Neal fell to the floor and Lunney found that his shirt was covered in blood. He said that he removed his shirt and left it in the kitchen before going upstairs where he found a sweatshirt, which he then put on. He washed the blood off his hands and arms, went downstairs again and out of the front door. Having locked the door behind him he left the restaurant for about 10–15 minutes whilst he considered his predicament. He then returned to the Golden Egg, unlocked the door, and went back inside. He found a brown paper bag with money in it next to the cash desk, which Neal had not put in the safe and also found the safe keys next to the money. After going upstairs and opening the safe, he found a pile of banknotes but then heard noises coming from the kitchen below and returned to find Neal groaning on the floor. Neal looked as though he was trying to get up but was unable to do so. Lunney claimed that he thought Neal would be all right until the morning and he then tied his legs and hands with cloth and gagged him but tried to ensure that he would be able to breathe adequately. Lunney said, ‘He looked bloody but he didn’t look like he was going to die.’

After leaving the Golden Egg Restaurant Lunney took a taxi along Douglas promenade to the Palace Hotel where he rented a room, giving his name as John Sandrey of St Peter’s Port, Guernsey. He also declared in the hotel register that he was a Canadian national and gave his occupation as pilot. He told the court that he and Neal had been good friends. He then referred to the note that he had written to Neal, explaining that this was an invitation for the manager to join him and Annette in the lounge bar of the casino.

Dr Stephen Garratt, a pathologist attached to the Home Office, gave his evidence. He said that death had been caused by several hard blows with a heavy blunt instrument and was not instantaneous. He estimated the time of death to be approximately 1.00 a.m. on 15 August, plus or minus one hour.

Another griddle chef in the restaurant, Kevin Paul Carey from Dublin, said that he was cleaning up in the griddle area on 17 August when he found a fire extinguisher under the chip fryers. This was later given to the chief fingerprint officer from the Lancashire Constabulary. Bloodstained fingerprints on the extinguisher were found to be identical to Lunney’s right thumb and fore-fingerprints.

Police Constable Kelly told the court that he had gone to the Golden Egg at 10.00 a.m. on 15 August. He described the state of the body and also described bloody footprints on the floor.

At the end of the six-day trial, the jury brought in a verdict of guilty on both counts. The only possible sentence under Manx law at that time was death, under Section 18 of the Criminal Code, although it was fully expected that the Home Secretary, Mr Robert Carr, would reprieve the prisoner and commute the sentence to one of life imprisonment. However, as one of the reporters from a local newspaper said:


It was a breathtaking moment when he [Lunney] was sentenced to death by Deemster Eason at the end of the trial. It was a unanimous verdict from the 12-man jury (which it had to be) after a retirement of one hour.



When he was found guilty of murder and robbery with violence Lunney showed no emotion. Details of his criminal record were then read by Haydn Fitzsimmons, head of the Manx CID. Asked if he had anything to say, Lunney replied, ‘No, Sir.’

The deemster
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