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"IN THE HICH COURT .OF CHHATTISCARH AT BILASPUR

flnjurles to¥Ku Damlnl, Ku Yashoda, Prlyanka, Lata, Ku;-

with S@CulOD 3!l I B, C¢ to undorgo R, I. for’ seven years

 CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.230/2000 -;_~

.Kalh_anéfanothér

- VS .

State of M.By [C.G.).

A

JL GDC MENT -

-‘Per an R S Garc,,J:;n

Appellanus KaWu al1as Arunéeep anisTeru aTlaS

'Anupdeep belng aggrleved by the Judgwent dated 18~11—1999 .j

passed 1n Sess;ons Tr1a1 Nb 255/99 conv1ctlng tbe'

,abpellant meru Lnder SeCthP 307 IDC to undergo R Ingor )

seven years an@ pay f?ne of % 500/- for cauSLng lﬁjurleSQ

Lo SmL.Nlrmala Ba1 and under Section 374- PC for cau51ng ,ﬁ

leu,.HEma and klshan to undergo R. Ia-for tnrem yearsf

apd conv1ct1ng the apbellant Kalu under Sectlon 307 reaiﬁ

and pay flne o‘ Rs SOO/— and under oecLlon 324 readVJTth
¥

'Snctlon 34 I.*,Cg for cau51ng 1n1ur1es to t he above

ret errcd persons, sentencwng hlm to unde¢go R I. For Lhree

 years, 1n defauTt of-paymept oF flne to‘undergo furtber
“R. I.\for +hree mOnth W1th further dlrectlon that the E_”

'sentenCes would run consecutlvely, have zllmd thvs appealor

72.5 The p:ocecutloncase ln brleF 1D that on 3*3 1999

,Lata w/o Satlsh Yadav hqd come o her mother s place on;l}”

"; .

aCCOUHL of Pbllg- Lata suddenly rememberﬁd that she had a]ﬁ

not bo¢ted tha door oF her house,therefore requlred her f’

- younger 515ter Hema to go to her house and bolt the:q”

”3When Hema was comlng back after bolt4ng the doors,]<  

'.%Wmmmmﬁﬂ
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threwingjeoleurs-éﬁssaid Hema;"Nirmala Bai;mOtherfef}
Hema, requiredffhe;neesed_persohs to - conduct "themewag
selves proper y'buirthe.aecused'ﬁersoﬁs.iﬁstead Of

"takvng the aav1ce, started abusvng klrmala Balo When

2
|

‘Nlrmala Bal was s*tL?ng at her home w1th her relatlons
and ehe young chiﬂdren, appellant IEru cane there w1th
”a bottle, he was accbmparled w;th Kalu who was carrylng

a tﬁl in hls han@ " The accused persons threatened

' the ccmplalnaﬁts aud the: v_ctlms thet they would be

'murdered by a”ld . Astwng in. rurtneranee of thc?T

common 1ntentlon, accused Teru tbrew a01d on‘Nfrmala
- o : o Balo‘The a01d caused 1n3ur1es to Nlrmala Bal apd seven
'others. Aﬁter throwang tne acaé ‘ Ieru and Kalu ;anj
away LrON the. spot.- Latn Yadav; aaughter of Tlrmala

' pai 1oeged the flrst snformat?en report After

reUlStrat¢Oh of & he ofFence, the no1ice came 1nto

action,. the v1ct1ms were sent to the‘h05p1tal For their

medieaﬂ eyamwnatloneand prODeT treatmente Nlrmala-Bal,

_who had sLFfered 25% burn 1n3ur1es on her Face, chest-"

..and other DarquOF'the boqy,remalnea in the hos;atal

for the period between 3-3-1999 to 13-4 1999, on .
1_3—3 1999 Saraswatl, Klshan, Bamlnl,_yashcda;-Lata,_

Prlyanka,_leu and Hema were also medlca?ly'examlned

- The doctors Found that they had suf ered burn 1n3ur1es_

. by some COTrOSlVE sumstance On the same day, at. abaut
':.5 30 p.m., the panchnama was Drepared ani a broken

abottle,mgg also certaln earth alleged tol;e stalnedﬁwff

'ir.' L o foa'wet w1tht:he ac d; was se1zed ‘ The clothes of‘th?

J:_Vlctlﬂs were selzedf The broken bottle,'
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'rssult to the nitrate test. -AcCuSedrKalﬁvwss-arrestsd'on;ﬂ

'8—3—1999 whlls?theeaccused Teru was arrssted on _ :j-“ﬁ

'”uess1ons for 1ts trlal. The accussd Dsrsons were charged
'nor haVan comm tted ochnces punlshsble under Sectlons
307 and 324 IPC and)30'7/3ﬂ and 324/34 I%ﬁ.‘ -'As t“ey

,Dleaded not gullty; the; Werm put to Lrlﬂ e AFthr

: court heard the partlss COHVlCL?d apo smntenced the B

'3, - smt.Ahuja, learred counsel £of the appellants,

.She submlts,tnat tka qbpellants were 1'—'alsely 1mpllcqted. 1
'She also submltted that eﬁen arter the prODecutlon_ca5ﬂisﬁ

L is accepted as XKS 1t-¢s, 1t Would not muke out a case

: stateW91ts of DrnA P Sawant{P %.5)9 sha submltted that
, as ths *njurles-wnre not dan@erous to llfe,'the cou_t
;’b@low was uqJUStlfled 1n canv&etl g t e appellants. She
_aTSa submlttsd tht thc selzure ls doustfal ms ‘
: Furtnsr SUDHTtLed that 1n%elatwoﬁ tod:hn v1ctrm Klshsn,
jtbe apDellapts could not be conv1cted bﬂcawse he wai'

'fassertlng that he suﬁfernd 1n3ur1es ont.he leg h;l

o
bl

4=3- 1999. After recordlnc the statements oftbe
thnesses.ani collectlng the othsr materl_ agalnst the..f
accused psrsons,ipompletlon o¥ Tnves+1oatloq, ‘the i
prosecutlon agenc?’flled the challan agalnst the accused ;

Dersons° The €age wés commltted to-the Court of

. s

'*ecordlng ths SEatemEHtS OF the wltnssses and glVlu

'tmoper opnortunity:tO'the accused persons,sths trlal

accussdnpsrsonsgas-referreé Loeabove. Be1ng'agur1eved

by t’ssaaié:findings an&‘the-sentencss, ;he appellants

T

have. filed this a ppeal .

sﬁbmits that frém-ths'statemsnts oft he Witﬂssséslit-is'“

not provsq thatthP appellanus commlhted the offencesoﬁis

under SC:CthH 3 07 I‘;’C ch_c?rwg rej_v ance U}_Don + he B

hMg Dr Lal Mohﬂ (P WtS} sbated 1n the Court tha
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had sufferéd injuri-es.on his hands.  she 'a'l's-o__éj.-ubmitte_a,
that" the selzure w1;1ess was not examlned, tﬁefefoié; 'i
“the se.z.zure m.l:st be dlsbelm ved She 1astly submltted
thuu the accused persons are youno boys aﬁ?as they are .

- _ ‘ 7 :
: _’not habltual offenders, the 'Jall sentence be requced

to-the perlod‘a ready undergoneq
: . _

- 4._e Opp051ng the sald argum:nts; Shrl Ranveer Slnoh ;

1earned Covt Advocate, submlts tnat if Durga Prasaa
1the selzure w1tness,_has no;‘beeﬂ examlnea,_the‘same'e
.would not Drovvde any. foundatlon in fa%cur of-che .
7abbellants because the Offlcer who had selzed the'
'sottle and tbe wet ea“th has prOVed tbe caseq Hb'
"further SqultS that the manﬁer lﬁ WQTCh the two
accused persons came to the spot wou1d clearlv ShON
.Lhat they meant bu51ness and tbe manner lnhhlcb the'
apyellant Teru threw aczd on Lh» body 01C Nlrmala Balsu

.the same would clearly show that tnev had ‘the - 1ntentlon

eto murder then. He furuher subm1ts “bat 25£ burn

'njurleS‘on the chest neck and *ace o-c Nlrmala Ba1

wou16 Justl y.khe convzctlon of the appellants under-_:

'Sectlon 307 an@ 307/3d IPC,_ On.the questlon of- :

sentence, h submltted that as many as nnne nersons

suFfered ihe 1n3ur1es by ac1d and the manmar 1n Whlch

the a07e was thrown wou?d Drov1da a, foundat10q even

,—or a Lurther detekent punlshment, He submlts thae

the COUY**below haq al_eedy shown clamancv 1n.award7ng :

only seven years-R;I.. _ ,g“ﬂ

T 5°'Q_e The Drosecutlon dn SupbOrt Or lts case - has e

examlned as many as twelve w1tnesses. The accuced

fbersone dlé not exaNlne any deFence w;tness 1n supbortwi

' ‘A;e” ioF thelr defenceahP.W l Lata,fP 1 2 Nlrnala,‘P W 3 HEma,‘

. . N *w {'.-___ﬁ"'P T 4 Blnc'., I? D‘s.S I—T_l?"U, _ P W 9 K.lshaﬂ and P,




‘ was an infant of one Yaar;

' 6,.: P.W. 1 Lata had clear¢y stated that she hac come

:Accused Thru threw acid om her motber, her mother

'iby the sald acid., §&E also staued that; she had loeged tbe

‘.7j . P, ﬁ.Z ‘Nirmala. Bal s the mother DL Lata Yadav and

"’rﬂemakf She had stated ih the Court tnat on the fateful

Saraswat? were examined—aS‘the victimso It is note-

“The two accused perons Suarteq_throw1ng colours.on her
‘sister Hema, thersfore, Hema required. them not t6 do so.

Her mother Nirmagla Bai after'witnéssing

'w;tness, her 51sters an& mothcr were Slttlng»at‘the1r

hands.-her daugﬂter Damlnl also suﬁfered burn 1nJur1es

‘Hira. also suﬁfered burn lngurles. She. also 1nformed the 
_She had shown har scarred hand to +he Court In the..
out° In facb,wthe cross~exam1naLlon was, that Kalu was

uccused Kalu had snauched the lathl of her grand-mohher'

- 5 -

worthy that P W 11 Saraswabl “turned host11¢ and dld not
upnort thc Drosecutlon case. It is a%so note~worthy

that Damini was also not examined in  the Caurt as she

-

to her mother s chce tc v1s1t her on the day oL ﬁo11¢

=

tHe incident.

requiréd'the aCCUSe persons to. conduct Lhemseives
prog rl}r on Whlch accused Te rii started Qbus-n ng them and

threateped LhaL he would th¢ow ac¢d on themo When the

home, accused Palu came’ Wlth a-stick‘énd accused Teru

hav;ng a bottle 1n hls band came to thelr houseq

suffered 1n3urles on her cbes», nedk,'ear back and

rebort She aiso test1f1eﬁ that Chandnl, Priyanka and |
Court thattshmﬁsuLFered burn lnjurles on, hmr left hamﬂ{
croas—pwamlnqtlon,.nothlna subetaptlal could be brought-f'

ot DI@SeDt on thc spot It was sugoested to her that

-
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- Wheén she was coﬁing back;

on hsr,

‘ accused.Téru abu:ed,her and tﬂereafter threw.a01d on her.

" the. acwd Shc also sald that her green blouse was also

8. ‘;P;w.3rHéma had“stated*before’theﬂcourﬁsthatishe .

4
-'Nirmala Bal asxed the accused to conduct. nlmself
: ,oroperly and play Hbll wwuh tne boys, thealccused Ibru
: abused her mothar._ghe has fLrthsr stated that When theyf

wsre SLttlng at thelr house,,

”fshe also stqted tha
;daughter; leu,anu she hersel“-suFfered 1njurles bv aci

'In the CrOSS*EKaﬂAHEt’OP, but for few questlons,.

'fﬁshe stated tha*

oF Lhe house A a_broken condltlon° REEE

e e i " X T

-

acchsed Tbru Lnrew coTours

onwhlch shs scolded the accused am‘z asked ham

to play HoTl with the bovs and not w1th thﬁ gerso‘T%m

She haﬁrshownrher”fnjﬁries'tosthe-Csurt Whiéh’Fact was

..

recorded by the Cdurt in paragraph 5 of h@r sta+emsntso-

A

.Shs fﬂrther stated that bothnthe br@thers had tnrown

selzege- the crOSS—exam*natlon, she stated that aftesF
Ksome tlms of the fvrst lnc1dpnt thp accésed Dersons'
came to tbe1r house and threw ac1d,on tnsm, _She=alsa
‘stated that accuged Kalu was Dresent Wlth the stlckf
Sha howsvereaamltted 1n paLagrach 9 thaL she was unable

to remeﬁber that shs EEXEX 1nfowmed tha pollce.aboutﬁthe

fact that Kalu was armed wzth a lathl

was'asked-by'her éldérZSister;Lata.tq»go ﬁo_hsr hoﬁses-

to bolt the kamuwzs doors. When. she was coming back,

'accused-Téru threw7colour on her; Oh"this, her mcﬁher.

v

accused quu armed w1th
*st1ck and accused IsrL haVLng ‘a bOttle ln hlS hanﬁ came

'to thc1r house, She further stated that because of the'f
" .

'ac1d hpr mother su‘fernd 1n3ur1es on her neck CheSL,etCnt

ES

uhal’ldl'll, he?‘ s:Lster Lata, Lata s

nobhlno substanulal was askad LO he:% In paragrsph 6

he a016 bottle remalned near the door




‘9; | P.W.4 Bina Bal 1s yet an oth:r daughter of ﬂlrma?a‘
énd.sister'of_HEma,:Shg_ha@.suppogted the a;legatlons-
made by Nirméla7Bai,4Laté an@«ﬁémaim.$hé7ﬁad 'éLearly
stéte§ befote the Court tﬁéﬁraccuéed KaiL ;qs armad w1th

a Stick whlle the accused Terh had a bottle OL ac?d ln .

hl hands. Accordihg to her, the motner and ndmwer of

A

o*ncrs su_fered acid 1n3ur1es° In her,cross-examlnatlon,'i

ho sumstanuwal caastlons were asked,

10, P, w 38 Ku,Hifu, a young ger o£'14ﬁ§ears,‘had*

sanoorued the prosecuulom case .and had supoorted th

ctatements of the otherﬁmltnnsses, She clearly StqteG

that ter Téru had thrown colour on har SLSter Hema, -

N -

her moﬂﬁer asked Téru to play Holi w1tb tne boys"

Accardfpg to her, when they were 81tt1ng at thelr house,

'accuseq Kalu armed Wﬂtb a stvck and accused Teru DaVlng

a bo tle conta¢n1ng ac1d came to Lhﬂlr house, ccused-
Teru threw a01d -O1Y her motnerakihe mother suffered
seriou5~injuries on her cheSt,-oack ear, neck_ etc-;.a

She herselL had sqFfered an 1r3ury to he; nose, r?"he
oy : ,
Courb Vhlle recording the statements of the w1tness§3,
- said
-remarked that the/aci :fnjury cou1d be seen on the nose

Cof the w1tness. ID her cross-examlnaulﬁn agaln, notnlng*

1subs+aqtlal was asked° The only questlon askee Lo her

-

'was that accusmd Kalu was 51tt1ng at some - dlstance.

:llg_;} Klshan, P N 9, had stated that when the ac1d was

thrown by accused Téru, he also su:fered some 1n3urles

£

" on his 1egs.,The w1tness was unable to say in the Courti:'

tbat Nhlch oﬁ the accused was carrylnq Lhe bottleo' ‘j 7

;lrlz. ;“P:w'11 Saraswatl haa also su:fe ed the a01d

kS L

#

'11n3ur1es but she Qld n@t support the prosecutlon case.,

w I P

R

The_-Prcse?uf?Onﬁé gency had examired Py A 5 Dr .A.

.1ﬁn . _inff*

'



Sawant to prove the medical reports and the injuries.
suffered by the victimsa Accordind to Dr.Sawant, on-

3=3~¥999 at‘abouﬂ-_o35 noon,Ku. Damln;, a dirl of -one
year and SmwairmalalBal came to the hospltala In ¢

relation to their arfival and'injurles,”c sent an

w,,. -

info mation to the nbllce. Pe'had-examlned Nlrmala Bal

. . B ) o
at about 1 .40 p,m},'ﬂe'found,thaﬁ the victim had

suffered 25% burn injuries ‘on her left chest,left neck,

left side of the face and on the back., He has proved

his regoft at Ex.P/4. He has also proyed'tﬁ%,injurv
repart of Ku Damini. Ku,Daminiih*“ uf £ hd'varlous

burn 1n3urles on he* back, head anu left hand Th?s
1n£ant ‘child had s@f*ered 5%.burn injgriesi the‘requtﬁ.
i$ avé" ble on tne recorﬁ at ﬁx p/S, Qn the sameléay,;

he'héd examined Yéshoda, a young girl of S'Yéérs.fSﬁa:

had st-fered burn inju és on- ner r1gnL neck rloht ear,
1nht “hand anh r?ght cheek hhe 1n3ur1és Were about ,'
'7%,_ the medlcaL reoort is avallable unythe reccrd
-fEkoP/G. Ku;Prlyanka, aged about five years; Wés'also
'.e amlaed by him oni:he same dav and in hls report = P/T
he found the extent_of the burn injuri es to be SA. 5m~
'injuries were on left qa}f,.back.and on’the face,. He haq.
also examined Lété'and:buhéVthat‘tﬁé‘exﬁéﬁtJOE the'burn*
injurves was 7%; In hlS report Bx . P/B, ha had certif¢ed
that thé bu?n Tnjurles were on the le“t s1de of the neck
and. ieﬁt upper arm.t In tbe crOSs~exam1natwon, he had
'_istated thau h@ Las unab1e to say thu whet&ar :he 1n3ur1ec_
suf red by ﬂ?rmala were suffaélent to cause é auh An. the..

‘ ord1nary dourse OF nai:ureo He howevwr sta*ed that 1L can

"~ be said bv the Surg?cal Spe01allsta . ',: ﬁ-\.?-3:f

’i—" K

4_.¥V'umt Ahuga submltted before the Court that/there 15”

!
N i

_d;”fcrepce in the aae of the 1njurles, the pjose“



o that she had-suffereé burns an ner face and the sa?d o

+ wrist end-on her left'cheek"fﬂccording to him, tbe

_'also reCOVered 25 small pleces Of the bottle. ae had

;.Accordlng +to h1m, he had sent the pleces oF the glass

';;to the Foren51c Sc1ence Laboratory. Accorurng to hlm,*

‘Acase must, be dlsbelleved T am unable.to-cOacede to. -

i

'thls argument because the doctor hae clven WMer

different age of they;njurles lbecagse~thekv1qtlms

were examined by him at different-time, SR

15, _ TP@W;6 Br La?:Mbhd"had‘ exaﬁlned Saraswatl."

at about 10a*5 ﬁQm._amd in h?s reeort Ex P/9 had_ﬂi7”“

R

] 'found that she-had suffered number of ba:n lnjuriesn'

On the same nﬂght, he had examined Kishan-and found o
burn

_some/leﬂtrree on hls 1eft and rlght armso He hed also

examlned Ku°H_ru. In hls report, EX P/l@ he stated.

J

_marks could be of permanent nature- the extent o«-the-
I burn J_-n-_}urz_es was 5/5.-- He- had also examlned Ku ,Hema
on, the same nlght He Found the extent of the burn

1n3urles to be 4%. The injuries were on her rlqht

facaal 1n3ury could be of oermanent xngnxx nature;
In repTy to the defence queqtlon, hﬁ stated that he

'hao not . g1ven the age Of the 1n3urles in his reportsa

16, P,a¢7 UfR Thakur had’ re01stered the LTrst
_lnformat?on report In the croas—eyamlnatlop, he'
'admltteé that whlle loégrno the report, Smt Lata dld

zmtlmpmnhm1Umtamm%dﬂwuumsammdw1ﬂ1al&hﬁ

17 s amelo A K. Sakharla had made 1nvest1gatlons

1nte the crlme. He had prepared the spot map. He had

also selzed tbe Wet earth from the snot He had also

recovered aﬂd selzed certeln clothes oF the v1ct1ms.-

bottTe, the wet earth and the clothes of the v1ctlms'




.18, A perusa? of ‘the report of the

'Article#chthe-Full pant Artscls—D the blouse,

was not an eye witness but.he was informed bY the

'CTearTy appear thqt aCCL886 Teru tock an exceptlon to

“the qpot Wlhh a bottle of ac1d in his hand apﬁaat that'

_ ths burn 1ngurlss by the nltrwc a01d Ths ev1dence

k’_-_}__daughtsrs, her grand—daughter and the ;&pls?sﬁshdiﬂgsﬁ'

L= 10 o

E-‘o're'r-zsic: Sciehce

_Laboratory would show that- Artlcle-A, tha nleces oL the

glsss ‘bottle, Artwcle-B Wﬂlch contalns the wet eqrth

i

Articie;ﬁ;'yst another grsen blouse, each was SﬂDW’ﬂg
0051t1ve re—actlo;-ho the nltrate test From thlS
'report, it WOuldtciearly‘appear tbat_ﬁhe_bOﬁﬁle',w
containsd Mﬁmhﬁit;ic acid‘ the clothes‘wers‘shawing
.pos V ive. tcst oF nltrlc aCld and 5@ Tassrpieses S0.
also tbe wet earth were also stained ﬁ?%h the n;trlc
s301d In the cross—examlnatlon, he Rdnltted that he
had rscordad tne statements of ﬁhe_wltnessss;ss warea

oiven by the wzunnsses. Thsre was no substantial cross~

_examlnatlono_J
19, P.W.12 Satish Yadav is husband of Lata Bai. He
ViCtimS.v

20 . "'Frdm the'statGMshts of ﬁhe vicﬁims,fit'wbuld

1‘

the a@vvces glven to hlm by Smt Nlrmala Ba e‘Hs came to

tlme he was accompanled w1th hls brothsr._There 1s ™
leflcuTty in holdlng thau accusea ”Eru threw acld op

N&rmala Bal,_as a result of whvch sbﬁ'su fered 25 ern i

1n3url,s on, her face, neck and the chest. Thers is no

”Further dl*flculty in holalng that the v1ct1m sufFersd

< g

ava11able on the record would cTearly'show that the S

Buely B

faccused threw the a01d 1nla manner that 1t had caused

njurles to number of persons. Nwrmala Bal, her

t
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stick, ’q' o ’.'g_

“bsald 1n3ur1es had caused permanent

21, . TI-am unebie to'heldethaﬁ %he'conrt'belcw was

VI-UHJUStﬁfled 1n Iecordlng the J:ﬂz.c':llngs that-the eccused

Teru threw ec1d whlch caused lnjuries to number of

persorS° Tbe court below was also Justlfled”ln hold?ng

"thnt Kalu was nresent on thesmot and was arwed wwth a

.'\ 7 . "’
22, Learned counsel £6r the appellants had sukml tted
_uhee as nobodw/sald that tne 1nJLr1es were'eg-fxczeﬁt_

1n the oré1nary course of nature to Cahse deeth oFf eny'

ioF the hlctm, the wurt b elow was unwusulefed ln

conv3ct1ng ‘the appellants under SectTOD 307 and 307/345"

T.P.C.. The‘records,showr;hateeccesed Tere-ceme tc-thef'
sbot with his brother. He had a big acid bottle in his
'hend' The bcttWe conta1ned wh& a01d Tt hed ceuseo

ZDA burn lnjurles to Narmale Bal aﬁd ’njurles to the

_eeners._AFte? the bott1e was, Ehrcwn onmthc,cround, the

Wk earth became wet w1th the ac1d.'"he qhantley of the

iac1d ln tbe contalner woulc SHOJ Lhet theeaceused had

not come to nhy Holi but “had come w1th an Tntentlpn“to;'

"throw'ac d on NHrmela Bal and wh11e 601no sc,heccauSed '

I“h

1nJLTlES o nu1ber of others. ;Ihe extent No!

suFfered by Nlrlaea Bal would certalnly JUSLlfY

conv1cL1 on: of'the appellept r"eru unéer Secteon 307 I P«C.r

"The - coev1ctlon oﬂ'theeaccused Kalu under Sectlon 307/34

'iI P Co cennot be'&aulted w1th.'_The courtibelow had

1

c0pv1cted the accused persons unﬂer Sectlon 324 anﬁ

'_;324/,' P C¢_W1Lh0ut looklng into the medlCel reports¢>

The med cal . reports clearlv show thet some o~c the

Tlv1ctlms hac su”rered 1n3ur1es on thelr face and the

AK

Be that

as it may, as the State has not flled any appeal agalnst

]

'nonwconv1ctwon oL the eppellants—under Sec 1on 325 and

he 1nﬁlles"




23, So. fareas Lhe questlon of quantum of sentence is
”unjustlzxyd.anwawardlngfsevea years R I, toaacused

shoqu have awaréed some comnensatlen to - the

'compla_nantsﬂ But unfortunateej as the eompla¢nant5'_

- 24, , So faras Lhe award of the sentemce to accueed

_Ka?u is conCerned that.ce:talnly suf fers. W1+b tho vzee

‘Taking into consideration. the totality of the circums—

',tances, I am ©f the ominioe:thatﬂintefest of"iusticef

oerﬁoa of’ three-years.,;f

'ea;d cou t are conflrmed It ls however ordered Lhat

'.tne senzences,awarded to the accused bersons shnl?_run

'Lsentences.are also.qonflrmedé'jﬁ_

ffféﬁf The apmaal to the extenx 1ndlcatedeabove 18

326/?4 Te P,Cg, I am. not requlred to dwell in . Lh’S lseue,:e;

-

-

,Teruo“ In tne Opllen of thls Court the court below

"r.l'

i
|
1
eoncerned, I am unable to hold tha; the. court: belOW'WaS.%:
E
[
|
!
|
1
|

or the,ﬁtate_have-not filed any appeal,for enhan01hg

o _ ) - TS
the*sentence or foraward of *he compensatﬁ@n, I find.
myself unable'uo award the comnensaeion.

of—excesslvenessa _ The progecution,witnesSes did not'

-

say that accueE§ KElu knew that accused Teru was to

c\moq A Luwch =
hrowgﬂm.a manner wq1ch was l { Ty to cause such

extenszve burn-lnjurles ;o_Ni:mala-Bai and~others.- '

'1
-

woule be served lfjthe sen*ence awerded te tha appellant

Kalu under Sectlon 307/3d Iopoba is reduCeG to Eh

25.1;- qo far as the COFVlCthQ;OF the appellants under

Sectlon 324 and 324/?4 ,.P C, are concerned they do not

a1l ‘0r any 1ﬂterferencee ”he sentencesawarded under the

<

Canurrentl§, ”he 1np051t1on oz clﬂe aﬂﬁ default

# .
Y

ailowed° The aCﬂusea persons appear to be ln Jall Tﬁey%f
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Judge

be HQOwwmﬁ_ﬁo_ES@mﬂmo the remaining sentences.




