Similar fact evidence
Makin v Attorney General

Couple charged with murder of a child they had fostered. Body was found buried in their garden. They did not receive sufficient maintenance for the child by the parent. Alleged that the child was murdered for the purpose of gaining the maintenance money. They argued that the child died of natural causes. Prosecution presented evidence that skeletal remains of children’s bodies were found in the gardens of their previous homes. These were remains of children they had fostered and when the parents did not provide enough maintenance the children disappeared. 

Held that this similar fact evidence was correctly admitted to prove that the child did not die of natural cause as contested by the accused.

If this evidence was produced for the purpose of showing that the couple had a propensity to kill babies and that they were therefore guilty of the charge, it would have been inadmissible.
The admissibility of similar fact evidence can be determined by the reasoning behind it.

Importance of this judgement was that the evidence was admissible because of the reason it was presented. It would have been inadmissible if it was presented to prove the accused had a tendency to kill.

The similar fact evidence was also relevant because it had enough evidentiary value. It answered the question whether act was an accident (died of natural cause) or deliberately designed.

R v Solomons

On a charge of murder and sentenced to death. 

Importance of this judgement is that a piece of evidence may inadmissible at one point in a trial but become admissible later on or vice versa.

R v Davies
Found that evidence of a the fact that the accused had indecent photos in his possession was inadmissible on a charge that he committed indecent acts with another man because the purpose of the evidence was to establish that the accused had a sexually deviant character

