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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Mississippi affirmed Andy Nicholas Brown’s murder conviction and life

sentence for stabbing Earlie D. Balford eighteen times. The court rejected Brown’s claims concerning

ineffective assistance of counsel, allegedly erroneous jury instructions, insufficiency of the evidence,

and exclusion of testimony from a psychiatric evaluator. The court also found no cumulative error

requiring reversal.
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Brown appealed his murder conviction and life sentence from the
Calhoun County Circuit Court, challenging ineffective assistance of
counsel, jury instructions, the sufficiency of the evidence, admission

of psychiatric-evaluation testimony, and cumulative error.

Jury-instruction rulings are reviewed for abuse of discretion and in the
context of the instructions as a whole. Denials of a directed verdict,
peremptory instruction, and JNOV are reviewed under the same legal-
sufficiency standard, viewing the evidence in the light most favorable
to the State and asking whether any rational trier of fact could have
found the essential elements beyond a reasonable doubt. Evidentiary
rulings are reviewed for abuse of discretion, with reversal only when

the discretion was abused and a substantial right was affected.
Published Mississippi Supreme Court opinion; precedential.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1.

Whether Brown received ineffective assistance of counsel because counsel allegedly failed to develop

evidence of Balford's alleged sexual misconduct and failed to seek a new trial.

. Whether the trial court abused its discretion by refusing Brown's proposed manslaughter jury

instructions.

. Whether the evidence was legally sufficient to support the murder conviction and whether Brown was

entitled to a directed verdict, peremptory instruction, JNOV, or new trial under the Weathersby rule.

. Whether the trial court erred by excluding psychiatric-evaluation testimony concerning Brown's

apparent truthfulness.

. Whether cumulative error deprived Brown of a fair trial.

HOLDINGS

1.

Brown's ineffective-assistance claims were without merit because the record showed that counsel made

the challenged motions and Brown received adequate self-defense and manslaughter instructions.

. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by refusing Brown's proposed manslaughter instructions

because they were redundant, confusing, or adequately covered by instructions already given.

. The trial court properly denied Brown's motions for a directed verdict, peremptory instruction, JNOV,

and new trial because the evidence, viewed in the light most favorable to the State, permitted a rational

jury to find deliberate design and substantially contradicted Brown's self-defense account.

. The trial court properly excluded the evaluating psychologist's proposed testimony about Brown's

propensity for truthfulness.

. Brown was not entitled to relief for cumulative error because the court found no reversible error in the

individual issues raised.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A trial judge is under no obligation to grant redundant instructions.” (at 17)

“The use of a deadly weapon is prima facie evidence of malice, because a man must be taken to intend the

necessary and usual consequences of his act.” (at 20)

“where the defendant or the defendant’s witnesses are the only eyewitnesses to the homicide, their version, if

reasonable, must be accepted as true, unless substantially contradicted in material particulars by a credible



witness or witnesses for the State, or by the physical facts or by the facts of common knowledge.” (at 20)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Brown and Earlie Balford were longtime neighbors. Brown testified that Balford attacked him with a
screwdriver and strangled him inside Balford's trailer, prompting Brown to seize the screwdriver and stab
Balford repeatedly in self-defense. Balford sustained eighteen puncture wounds, three of which were
independently fatal, and the State presented testimony and other evidence that Brown admitted killing Balford

because he talked too much and later apologized for murdering him.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A Calhoun County grand jury indicted Brown for deliberate-design murder under Mississippi Code section 97-3-
19(1)(a). Following a jury trial, Brown was convicted of murder and sentenced to life imprisonment. The trial

court denied his posttrial motion for JNOV or a new trial, and the Mississippi Supreme Court affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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