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tlt roullh M l', lf l iklrtr r A h rrrct l iilr.r lr,
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l{t's 1'r1t1111 t'tt [:
'l'hc Stittr, tlu'otrlilr Ml', Mrrhirrrtrlrr(l lt;lr,rl
Awan, Atltll. f 'r'ostrr'ut(),' (,cncral, Siltrllr

I ),t It' of ht.ir rirr11:

Dn tt' oI alrrrotrltccrnclrt:
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IUDGMINT
l\'toh;rtrttnad I(arirrr Klrarr Aghn, J.- Allpcllarrt Naz,c(:t's()tl oI liitlorr lvlallirlr has

pt'tlfet't't'rl this nppcnl allairrst tltt' intpulpt:tl jrrtlllnrcnl rlatctl ()tt.02 2022 p,rsst,rl lrl

tltc leartrctl Atltlititxritl St'ssiotrs Jtrrlge-l/N'lotlcl Crirrrinal 'l'r'inl C"orrrt, lh,rtt.r irr

Scssiorrs Casr: Nrt.510 of 2()20 uutlcr l;.1.1{. No.93/2A20 U/s.302 t'l'C' rt'11istt'rctl irt

l'.S. Suiatval; rvltet'cb.1, tlrc appc'llant vva.s c()nvictutl turtlcr Sccliorr 3t)2(tr) l'l'( .rt

'l'iw.ir atrtl sc'ttlctrcccl ltt untlc't'gtt irrrprisorrrrrcrrt flll Iifc. llc lvns nlso rt,t;trirerl to

Pay J{s.I,(X),(XX)/- ils colllPctl.satiott;rnl,atrlc Io tlrc lclial lrt'irs ol'llrt'rl(,('r'.rsctl.

Strclr col)11)(rllsatitllt was Itl lrc t't'Ctttrcla[lltr flS ill'(,at's pI latttl rt'r,t,pg(t. ll(trvt'\'t,t',

it't c:tst'oI tlt'[;tulI tl[ [)ilytlt()ttt oI srrt:lr cot'nl)(,nsaliorr, tlrt,appcllnrrt sh,rll trntlt'r'1,,r,

furlltrt'S,1. for six tltotttlts,'l'ltt'ilptrgllittt( ryls t'\lt'1tl('rl [rt'r'tt,l'it trl Sr,t'(iprr.lH2-ll

('r.l'.('.

2. lh'it:l fircls oI lltt'l)t'os(,('ulion t',lsc lr.t, llrirl orr 15,0.1.2()2(),rt t)7.1(] lrtrtrr.s.rl

llte Irotrst'ttIaccttst'tl Nitzt't't'Mrtllitlt silttittr,tl rrt.irrS.l(,('(l l'rrr rvitlrilr tltr, lirrrils oI

pttlit't'slitliott, lirlttkit,ttttl tlistlir'l !'ittjnrv,rl, irt'r'trst,tl Nilz(,t't'('ilg.\(,(l tlt,,rtlt t11 lris

u,i[t,tlt:ct.,trst'tl Msl, Slrnt)nilnl by 1''t1liclirr1i [cr. lrnlclrct lrlprr,,

3. Aftcr collrlllelitxt o[ ttsrtal ittvcstilgntion, a [ornrnl charlle rvils [r'nrrrr:tl

allailrst the ilccttsctl Pol's()ll wltcrcitr he plcarlntl p6t guilty arrtl cllirped t6 [rt,

t t'it,tl .
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,1. In tlrtlt'r't() l)r()\'('ils cast'llte Prosttctttiott ('xanrilrcrl ()(r rvitrrt')sses lvlrtr

exhitritt'tl various tlocutttt'ttls nrrrl ()tllcr itt'ttts itr strpport of the, prosecutiotr cast'

tr.ltcrt',tIlt'l'lltt'p1'1r5t'cllti(rll clpscrl.'l'ltcrt'nfler, tltc statt,lnent tlf thc ap1'rtlllant

tltttlt'r sectiott 3,12 ('r'.1'.('. rt'its rt'cpt'tlctl itr rvIicI ltt' rctrtttletl tlrc allcgati6ns of

[]l'(]st't'tltirrtt .ttttl lt,ts t,tkt'tt P11,,1 lltnl ltr. is iltrtoct'nt ilntl [alst lv imPlicalt'tl .trtrl

tvtls tl\\'rtr' [trt' 2 ttr J rlays nl tltt' lirt'tt' ttl tlrt' lntrrtlt:r. l lowevcr, tht' apPcllant

rtcitlte t'(\\.ltllit'tr'ttl lrirrrst'lI trn trntlr lror' Prtrtltrct'tl arrl' witlress in his rlcfcncr'.

5. r\t'tt't'ht'aritt11 thc llartics atttl nsscsst'nL,nt of ct,itlt'rrce availatrlt'ott r('cot'tl,

llte lc.tt'ttt'tl tt'ial ('ottlt t'itk' itrrlllnt,nl tlatctl Ott.02.2022 convictctl anrl s('nt('nccrl

tlrt'.tPPt'llant ns statctl nbt)r,e, lrerrce this appeal has been filetl.

(r. 'l'lre facts o[ the casc as n'c,ll as eviclcnce proclucerl bcfore the trial Cottrl

fiutl atr elatrorate urention in the irrrpugner{ jutlgnrent, therefore, tlre same are not

reprotlucetl here so as to avoirl duplicatiotr atttl ultnecessary repetition.

7. l-eantecl counsel for tlre appellant lras contenrlerl that the apptllant is

innocerrU that there !\,as a tlelal, in loclging the FII( of 17 hours; that thc ct't'

rvitness is a chance n'itness antl being relatetl to the tleceascr{ his c'r'itlence cAnnot

be safell, relietl upon; that the rnurc{er u,eapon being the lratcltet vvas 1.r1.1s11 on

hirn lry the policc; that tlre appellant hatl no rnotive for tlre rnurcler antl tlrat for

anv or all of tl're above reasons the appellarrt be accluitted b), u*tuntling hirn the

benefit o[ the cloubt.

8. Learnccl Aclc'litional I)rosecutor General Sinc'lh wlro lvas also repre5cn1i11r,

tht' complairrarrt aftc'r going througlr tlte errtire evitlence of tht' prosectttiott

rvitnesses as well as other recorrl of the case supported the inrpugnetl iutlgmtrnt

In particular, hc conterrrlerl that therc \^rAS no rlelay, in lotlgitrg tltt'l;llt n,hich

narnctl tlrr, nPPt'llarrt r.r,illr the spcciIic rolt'of rntrrtlerirrl4 thc tlect',tsctl lrv lt,ttclrt't;

tlrat tlrg eyitlglrCc 6[ t[r_'S6lt'e],c g,itnesS \\,aS trtrst rr,Orth\,, rclinlrle.rnrl

cortfitlcltcc'iltspirinli atttl crrtrltl tre ftrllt'r'clie.rl trp()n; tlrnt tht'rrttrrtlt'r'\\'(:('tP(rt'l

(hatclrtrl) harl bct'rl rcco\,orutl on thc poirttatiorr o[ the appcllant hitltlerr placr' irr

lltt' buslttrs ittrtl ns sttch tlttt Plosttctrtitttr ltatl Proverl its case lrevorttl a reastlttit[rlt:

tloubt atttl tlte allllcal lre tlistnissctl. Irt support o[ his corrtcntitrns, he plact'tl

rcliance on tlte cascs o[ Muharrunatl Nadeern alias Deenri v Tlre State (2011

SClVll( t172), Muhantrttatl lsrnail v 'l'he State (2017 SCMIT 713\, Arsharl

t\{ehnrood v Thc State (2005 SCMR 1524), Qasinr Shalrzad and another v 'l'lre

stare (2t123 scMl{ '117), Arnal sherin v The state (lrt_l) 200.1 sc 37t) arrtl

Mulrarnnrad Alcranr v The State (2003 SCMI{ S55).
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L). I lrnvc lrcnrtl thc lt.nrrrutl cortrtsel for tltc n;rptrllalrt irs wcll as lr';trttctl AI(;

irrrtl lritvt' irlso Pt'rttst'tl llrt' rrrirlt'ri;rl nvnilitlrltt otl l't't'rtrrl arttl lllt, t'itst' litw t ilrtl ;rl

I ltt' llrt t'.

l(), li;tSt'tl (lll ltty l'('ilS!i(tssll'tt'ttl 6[ lltt't'vitlt'ltr't'.I lltt'l'W's, t's1r't'i;tlly lltr'

rt'rt.tlir'rrl t.r,itlcnr't,ilrrtl llrt'lrluotl 1'1'1'q1v1's'1'11 ;11 llrr t'rilrr('.r('(,,1(! Ifirrtl lltirt tltl

Pt'()s(.culi('fn ltits Pt'ovt,tl lx'votttl il t't';tsrtl'lnltk' tlorrlrl tlrll Msl Sltallttam (tltt'

tl('r'('rrS('(l) rvits tllttt'rlt'l't'tl [r), ltnlcltt'I tllt 15,0,1 ,2020 irt ;rlrr'rll 07,1,(lltottrs at Iltt'

Irtrusr'o[ llre ilc('us('(l sittralt'tl n('ilt'Nai S;ryt:rl I'rlr l)t:h Sarnki 'f'aluka antl l)istrit't

Str jarvll.

I l. 't'lrt' orrll, (lucstion lcf t bcfrlrc nr(: tltcrcfrlrc i,s wlro murclcrcrl tht' rlcct:ast'tl

trv ltalcht'l at tltc stitl tirtre, tlatc antl locatirllr?

12. A[tr:r tn.y rcasscssrnent of tlre etriclence on recorcl, t fincl that tlrt'

[rrost't'rrtiorr lras provcrl [rc1,1;p.; a rcasorrablc cloubt Lhe clrarlp aliaitrst tltt'

appellant for whiclr hc wa.s convicterl for the followirrt, reasons;

(o) 'l'hat the I;lll was loclgctl after a clelay of about 17 hours. Such tlt'lav'

has been frrlly ex;rlainecl by the complainant who callerl the polict' ttr

the crime scene aftcr the rnurtler and therr took the botlt' of tht:

clccea.sct'l to lrospital wlrcre thc po.strnol'tern was cat'rit,r.l ttut lnrl lltt'tt
wherr the body was t'eturtrerl to hirn after burial he then lorlgetl tlrt'
FIR. T'hus baserl on the particular facts ancl circulnstances of this casc

I firrcl that tlre delaf in Ioclgipg tlre FII( lras trecn at{ctlttatcly
cxplainetl arrrl as suclt is trot fatal to the llrost:culiorr ('.rsr), ln thts

respect reliancc is placecl on the ca.se of Mtrhamrrrad Nadeem alias
f)cenri v. The State (2011 SCMI{ 572).

(t ) 'f 'hc appcllant i.s tratnccl in thc l;llt with thc spccific role of nturtlerirtl,,
tltc' clcceasccl with a ltatchet. '['hus the re wils n() tinre for tltt'
colnplairrant to cook up a [alse casc agairrst tlrc appellant. livcrr
rrtlrt,r'wi.s(: no sllccific/provct.t crrntitl, has cor"n(' ()rr rrcortl lrctn'ct'rr
thc a1:Pcllarrt arrtl lltc cornplainant or atrl, I1147 u,hich rvoultl ntotir'.ttt'
himf thcrn to lotlllc a [alsc casc agaiust tlrc appcllant

(c) 'f'lte 
;lrost,crrIion's t:nse Prirrrirrilt,t.(,sts orr thc solc c1'c rvitrtcss to tltc

tttttt'tlt:t' wIttlst't'vitlctrcc I .shaII t'olrsitlcr in tletniI [rt:lorr,;

(i) ljyc witttcss I'1,\r I tlaii l\,lrrharrrnrecl. I lc is thc
cortt;rlaittartt arttl tlte <lcccasecl lvas his clauglrter. Accortlilrll
to lris t'vitlcttct't'ilr'lit'r tltt'tleccilst,tl lvlto vt,as his rlatrghtt'r'hatl
conl(l to his rcsitlcncc Io cclc[rrrrtr' Shab-c-l]arat rvith tlrt'
irp;rcllaltI wlto was lrcr htrsbantl arrtl hatl tlreu left for honrt.
witlu Ii5n-.On thc' rlay of tlrc incitlent hc anrl latc, [)W Mrrbaral<
(tlt. . ' - hefore he coultl give evirlcnce at trial) at 7 to 7.30arrr
al brcakfast titttc tvcrrt to visit tlte rlcccasctl/tlaughter at tlrc
a1:pcllarrt'.s lrorrsc rrylro lvherr tlrey c'ntererl tltc, house \r/()rc
having brcakfast. I"le tlren sarv ttre appellant attacl< llrt'
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tleceast'tl lvith n halclrt't on ltt,r ncck ott wltich slrt, fcll rkrwrr
ft'rtttt n slrort tlistaltce frorrr hint. 'l'ltc alrpt'llant tlrcrr rir!r irwir\/
itttrl lltt'y tlitl trol irrtt,r'vcnt' .rs lllc aplrt'llnrrt hatl a lrirtr'lrt'[ ,rtrtl
Itt' attrl Mrrtlnrnk w(rrc trnannt,tl, I[c callctl his [rrotlrcr (ittl
Mttltnttttttt'tl wlto clltte tltcrc alon11 witlr tlre prtlict'. Aftcr'

t'ttttt;rl1'Ii11r lt'11n1 [ot'tttnlilit's tlrtr lrotly was litkt'tt lo lltt'
lrrrspil,rl [or l ;roslrrrorlt'nl nIlr,r wlriclr ltr' (ook tlrc tlt'rtrl lrotlt'
lronrt' [or lrtu'inl urtrl lltt'tt krtlllt'tl tltt' lrll{.

Atlrrritlt'tll1, tllt,t,1,1, wilttt'ss wits t't'litlcrl lo tlrr'(l('('(';rs('(l tvlttr
\\rirs lris tlnulllrtcr 11111v1'v1'f it is rvull st'lllctl lry t't(,lv tlrat

1'1,i111'111'1' oI n'lalt'tl wiltl('sst's citltttttt bc tliscartletl unle.s$ tlrt'rt,
is sorrrt. ill rvill or tttttttil), ltctwct'rl Ilrt' cvt' wilnt'ss ittttl llrt,
i't('('Lts('(l rvlrich ltas rtot Ir('t'll f)t'(,t'('tl in tlris ('il.i(,[)] ,rtt1'ru,li,rIrlt,

trrritlctrct,. lrr tlris rcsPcc't rcliattcc is Placctl on tlrc cils('s of lia'r.

Ahrrred V Thc Slatc (2009 SCMt{ 99) Nasir Iqbal atias Nasra

arrrl arrollrcr v. The Statc (2016 SCMIT 21521 anrl Ashfarl
Alrrned v. Thc State (201l-7 SCMR 641).

'l'his t:y,g witness ktrew the appellarrl bcforcr tltc incirlcnt as lrt,
\\,as nlal'r'ierl to lris tlatlgltteratrr.l was ltis son in law'antl il rv.ls

a rlay light inciclcnt n'here lte saw the appellant frorn clost,

l'angc hit his tlaughter with a Itatchet in the neck irr the housc
of thc appcllant who tliecl ft'onr such hatchet injur.y. As suclr

tficre is no casr'o[ t:tistaken irlcntity arttl rro trectl [o lta\'(,tur
identification paracle. As tliscussecl atrovc lte lor.lgctl his I:ll(
rt,illr pronrPtitutlc ttttcler the Particular facts antl
circurnstarrces of tlte casc r,vlriclt was rrot rnateriall)' inrP11v1,p,1

orr tlurirrg tlre course of his eviclcnce, lle was not rt chanct,

n,itrres.s as he was the fathcr of the cleceasetl who livctl closc
b), and canle to rncet thc cleccasetl/claughter at brcakfast tinrr'
which is tluite natural. l'le hacl n() proven enlnitl' or ill rvill
with the appellant which woulcl lead him to falsell, intplicatc
the appellant in this case. I-le gave his eviclence irr .r

straiglrtfoLr.rrarrl lratlt'ler arrtl u,a.q not tlanragetl rlurirrli cr-()sr.;

exarnirratiorr. I fintl his evitlencc to be re'liablc, trust rvortln
ancl conficlence irrspirirrg especialll, in relation ttr tlrt:
itlerrtificatiolt o[ thc, appcllant ancl bclievc tlre sanrt'antl Plact.
rt:liarrce on it.

It is wcll scttlctl b),'rrxu tlrat Iciltl c()l'tvict tlrc act'uSctl trn tlrt,
cvirlcrrct'oI a solc eye rvilrress llr'()r,itlt'tl that I [irrtl his/ht'r'
t't,itltftlct' lo llu Ir'usI rryorlh1,, r't,liirIlle nrrtl corrIitlcttct' irrspilirrl',
nlttl itt tlris casc I havc flounrl tlrt'cvitltrrrct'of this c1'c tt,ittrcss

Io lrc It'trsI worth1,, rclia[rlt antl corr[irlcnct' inspirirrli ('sp1'6i.111,'

itt t'csllcct oI tltt'cot'tt'cl irlclrliIicatiorr oI tlrt. nppullarrt irnt[ ,ts
suclt I lrtrlict,tl Iltt'sartru alrtl Plact rcliance un it as [ [ilrtl it to
lru of hilih t;trality, ln llri.s rt:spcct rcliancc is placetl on thc
cnscs o[ Multartunarl Ursarr r,. 'l'lrc State (2006 SCMI( 1tt57),

I:arooq l(hnrr v.'l'hc Statc (200tt SCMI{ yl7), Niaz-utl-l)in arrcl

anollter V,'l'hc Statc antl arrothcr (2011 SCMI( 725)
Muharrrrrracl Isnrail vs. 'l'he Statc (2017 SCMI{ 713) antl

Qasinr shalrz.arl arrcl arrother v 'l'hc Slate (2023 SCMIi
117)

I
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l-lavirtg Lrelievetl Ilrc evir.lcrrcc of rlre solc eyc witness to tltc murtler
I turn to cpnsitlur tlrc cgrr6trorative/Supportive evidence tvltilst

Itcepring in vierv l,lrat it rvas .I- hckl in tltc'case of tr'lultamrttatl
Wnris v. Ttre State (200S.bL-Ml{ 784) as undur;

"Cnrnrlxtrrlliolt is on/r1 n rttlt, a! rtttliott rutrl ts ttol n rrtlr ul
lntt,tttttl tJ'lln'(V( iltilur,\s rr(.( otrttl is tottttil ln h' n'liul,lt
nttd lrrlsl tttu'llry lln'n'i.r lrurrf ly ntty ttt'ill /n ltxrlr fiir ntty

t'orruimrrlf jpll "

(.it 'l'lrat it rloes rrut lppc.rl to ltlgic, colllmonsc'nsc or rsas(ln thilt l rcal

[atlrcr rvoultl lr-.t t]re renl nrurtlerer of his rcal tlaughter get arrray xol
l'r'ct, lrrtl falsel.r, irtr;rlicnte ntr inrrrrcrrt perstln trY ivay uf sttlrslrtutiott

lrr llrir rrsperl rcliirrrcr. is pln(ur.i orr thc citsc of I\'ltrh.rnrnrccl Aslrraf
V StatE (2il21 5CN'tlt 75tt),

(r,) 'i'hat the nturder took place in the house of thc ilPPcll.rnt. lt lltcrcfort'
Lrclis the tiuestion as to rvhy lre tlid not inrnretli.rtelv ltttll',e llrt l;ll{
cr)nccn'tirrg the murt{er of lris rvife rathcr thiln roaln 11!'ol.Jlltl for.t
ftrrther tlav rvilhout tloing ilnything antl tlicl ttot et'er1 gtl itntnu. 'l lrir
tlCIr.s rrot nplxrfll to natural lrurrran conduct.'l'lru [.rct tlral tlre r]ll,rrtlt'r
nl' lris rvifr.' hatl happenerl in tris o\\'rt house atrtl lre failetl lo offer .rttv

Itincl o[ rxplanatiorr for tlrc tlerth of tris wifu alst-r Soes ng,aitlst tlrt'

ap;rellant. ln tlris respect reliarrce is placetl on llre cases o[ Arshcd
i\'lahnrood (Supra) arrd Muhanrnred Akrartr (Supra)

(i) '[trat the nrr'dical evidence and pmt mortem report fully support tltr:

cyc-rvitn*ss/prrost'cuticln evirlence that the tleceasctl died It'otrr

rccciving an incisctl n'truntl tn tlrc nr.rk whiclr rvrts rvltct'u ttrtr: r.'\'t'

*,itpC$S irr tlreir er.irlcnct.$t;tt.tl t[etleCeaSCtl r.r,.rs hit L)y tlrc lr.rtclrct.

(ilr l'lrat the apprcllarrt \vas ilrresteLl onetlay after the incitlent ar:tl onlt'1
tlaYs after lris arrest lre confessetl to the crime [o tltr' policc :ttrtl tltt'tr
learl the palice on his pointation torvhere he hacl hir.ltlen the murrlt'r
r,\'r]flpon (lratchet) in bushes in a ;ungly flrea ncilr his orr't'l ltottst'

Atlrnittctlll', tlrc confcssrorr b"'[ore the police is u'rrrtlrtrir',ilrli'irr
t.r,itlettCc tlurt,ryr:r ltiS I)Olit.rtrolt O{ tlre ntUfllel'\\,c.tl)on lrrtltlrrr rrr

tirc lrushcs rr] a placc which orrly hc could hilr,c krrort'lr alrotrl i:
ev irletrct agtiltst tht: aprpel lant

tlr l As per chemical report the hatclret which \vils Ioun,.l ()t'l tltc
pointarion of the appellant in a hidtlen place of rr'lrich ortlt'lre coultl
lrnve krrou,rl *rlxrul wns also fourtrl to lre stainctl lvith ]rurlt,ttr Ltltx,,.l

ii, 'l'lrirt lhcre r+'as no ill will or r'nffiily bclwcen tlre prolit t' ittttl lltt'
rppullant.lrir.l as.suclr tlrcl'hatl no rLrasotr to falself inlplicatr tltt'
appellant in tlris cnse, l;or irrsl.rnsa by foisting the lratcht-t tttt lrirtr,
Llrtrler tltr-'sc circunrstances it is scttled b1, no\\, tlrat th* t't'itlt'trrt'ol
prllict'rr'itncsscs is as goorl as.-ln)'othcr rvitness. ln tlrrs respcct
relinnce is placed on tltc'cilse trf Mustaq Ahnred V'l'tre Statc (?0?()

SCMR 474).'fhus, Ibclir't,t tlrt: *virlencr. of tlru, IO lr,lttr \i,rrs rrol

tlctttcr.l tlttrtnE, crt)ss exnntitrirl iott

'l lrat all tlre Pl'v's ilrLr consistcttt in lht'ir evirlencc nntl evrn il tl-rt,r-t.

arLr solne contratlictiOrrs itt their evirlenct, I consitler tlrt,st,
contrarlictions as mirror it"t nature anr:l not material and certaipll, rrot
ol suclt nrateriality so as to efftt the prCIsecution case antl t6e
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collvictiort of tlrc appcllarrt. In thi.s rcspcct reliance is placerl on [lu:
cirscs o[ zakir I(harr v statc (1995 scMR 17931 antl l(haclinr
l-ltrssairr v. 'l'he Stalc (l'[,[) 2010 Suprcme Court 669),'l'hc cvitlcnct'
of llrc I)W's ltrotritk's a bclicvalllc corrobrlratctl unbrokcrr chairr o[
tltrt'nls fr'ortt lltc ap;rt'llartt ttturtlt'l'irrll his wife with a hatchct to ltirn
t'ttt'tttirll', ilrv.1\, iuttl [rt'irt11 arrcslutl tlrc rrcxt tlay to hirn luarlinll tht'

Polir'r'lo Iltt'rnut'tlt'r'wcnl)on ort ltis poirrtatiorr in a hirltlcn Plact'
rvhiclt ortly lrt'coultl hnvt: krtowrr about,

(1.) Utttltttrtrtctllt'it is [or tltc pt'ost'cttlittt-r lo pnrvt,its cast',r11;rilrrt tlrt,

irct'tr.sutl [xl1'orttl fl t'r'i'tson.tblt'rluttbt [rtrt I lrave also consitk:rt,tl tlrt'
tlcfr'nctt case to scc if it at all cnrr caste tloubt on or tlt.nt tht,

[)t'()sr]cutirrtt casc.'l'lre tlcfcttcc cfls(: as st:I otrt try the appcllant in Iris
S.3,12 Cr.l'C statctttctrt is tlrat ltc was not therc at the tirne o[ tlrt'
irrcirlcrrt atrtl t'cntairrcrl absetrt for a few tlays thercafter antl has

btcn falsely irnplicatetl in thi.s casc.'l'hc appellant howevcr rlirl not

rcvcll n,lrcre ltt: rvas at tlrc tinre o[ tlte tnurulc'r anrl rr,ho ht,rv.rs
w,ith. I;urthernlole, the appellant did not give cviclence on oath anrl

tlirl not call a single n,itness itr support of his defence case. Fle rvas

arrL'stecl one clal, after the irrcirlent so he coukl not have been out of
thc house for 2 to 3 clay5 at the tirne of the' ntrtrtler. ilrc
crlnprlairrant hatl no reasorr to inrplicate tlte appellant irr a false cast:

as tlrere 14'as no ill will or enrnitl, between them. Thus, in the fact' o[
rcliable, Irust worthy atrtl confiderrce inspiring e],e rvitrtt's\
et,itlettce arrrl other supportive/con'oborative evirlence cliscu.ssetl
alrove I clisbelieve tlte tlefence case r,r,hich ltas not at all rlenterl thr'
prosecutiolt casL).

13 J'hus, lrased ot'l the alrove discussion, I fincl that the prosecution has

prrovetl its case against the appellant bel,orrcl a leasonable dou[t for tfte tr[[t,r-rcc

for which lte has beetr convictecl ancl sentenced irr the impugneci jutlgrnent nnrl

as suclt his appeal is disrrtisse d

,wr, oJ z1I


