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SUMMING UP 

1. Th~ hearing of this case has now reached its conclusion. I hav~ to ,urn up thc case now. 

As I explained to you before the commencement of the hearing, we ha\'e different 

functions. It is my IaSk 10 en,UJe that the trial is conducted according 10 law. As part of 

thaI. I will direct you on the law that applies to Ihis action. You must aecepttlK: law from 

me and apply all directions I givc you on maner'S of law. 

2. Your fllI1Ction is to detennine the facts oflhc case based on the evidence that has been 

placed berore )OU in thi, courtroom. That involves deciding what evidence you accept or 

refuse. You will then apply the law, a, I explain it to you, to thc facts as you find them to 

be. and in that way. arrive at your opinion. 



3. J may commetll on the facts if J think it will assist )OU wh~n considering Ihe facts. 

HO\\Ol:ycr. you are not obliged to acc~pl ally comm<'l1t I make about the facts. Hence. it is 

entirely upon you to accept or disregard an) comment I make about the facts unless it 

coincides with your own independent opinion. 

4. You mUSI reach your opinion on evidence and nothing but on the e\'idence itself. 

Evidence is what Ihc witnesses said from the witness box and Ihe exhibits tendered as 

cyid.::nec. This sununing up. statements. arguments. questions. and oomments made by 

the panies' counsel are nOI ~,·idenee. The purpose of the opening address by the learned 

couns':! for Ihe I'rosccntioo is to outline the nature of evidence inl<:nded to be PUI hefore 

you. Th...,.eiOre. the opening address of the Prosecution is nOI evidence. The closing 

addresses of the oounsel of the Prosecution and Ihe Defence are not evidence either. They 

are their argwnenls. which you may properly oon~ider when you e\'alume the evidence. 

but the extent 10 which you do ~ is entirely a maner for you. 

5. If you have heard. read. or otherv.ise leam~d an)'lhing about this case outside of this 

OOUTlroom. IOU must exclude Ihat information or opinions from your consideration. You 

m\L~t have regard only 10 the testimony pul belore )"ou in this courtroom. Ensure that no 

external inllucnee plays a pan in your deliberation. You arc allowed to talk, discuss. and 

delibenue racl~ of this case onl) among yourselves. However. each one of you must reach 

)our own opinion. You arc required to gi\e merely your opinion but notlhe reasons for 

your opinion. Your opinion nffd not be unanimous. I must advise )outhat your opinion 

does nol bind me. but 1 assure you that I .... ill gi\'e the gn;>atest possible .... cight to your 

opinions when I make my judgment. 

Murden and Standard of Proof 

6. I now draw your attention to the issue of burden and standard of proof. The accusoo is 

presumed to be innocent until he is proven guilty. Th~ presumption of innocence is in 

toree IlIltil you form your own opinion that the accused guilty ofth~ offence. 



7. The hurden of proof of lhe charge against the aceused is on the Prosecution. It i~ becal!SC 

the aceused is presumed to he innoccm until he is pro~en guilty. In other words. there is 

no burden on the au:used 10 prove his innocence. as his ilUlOCen<:e is presumed b) law. 

H. The 5tundurd of proof in a criminal trial is "proof be~'ond a reasonable doubt." It means 

that you mu.~t be satisfied in )'our mind that )011 ar~ sure of the accused's guilt. If there is 

a riddle in your mind about the accused's guilt that mcam the Pro~cution has failed to 

satisfy )011 the guilt of the accused beyond a reasonable doubt. If )OU find any reasonable 

doubt about the commbsion of the offence as charged or 1111)" other offence b~ the 

accused, such doubt should IIlwa>'s fal'or the nccm;ed. 

Informalilln and rlrments of Iht'" "lfrnc~~ 

9. The: occuscd has been chllrged with on~ count of Attempted Murder. contrary to Section 

44 (I) and 237 of the Crimes Act and one count of Criminal Intimidation, contrary 10 

Section 375 (I) (a) (il and (h) of the Crimes Act. The particulars of the offences are 

hefon: >ou. ht'"nce, I do not wish to reproduce it in my summing up. 

10. TIle main dements oflhe offence of Ancmpted Murder are thaI: 

i) The accused: 

ii) Engaged in a conduct. which was more (han mere1> preparatory: 

iii) With the intention to cuu.'IC the death of Sllshi Kala. or 

With the knowledge or ~lie,e that his condUCt would eauS/: the death ofSashi Kala. 

II. The fir.;t element is the identit> of the accused. It is the onus of the pl'05Ccution to prolC 

beyond a reasonabk doubt that it was thc accused "ho commitled this alleged offen~e. 

12. Tho: second element relates to the conduct of the accused. The oondoct is 11 product orlhc: 

"ill of the accus..-od and it was oot accidental. llle prosc:t:ution has to prove be)ond 

"'lISOnable doubt thattne conduct of the IICtu~ was deliber.lte and not occidental. For 



the accused 10 be guilty of an empted murder, the accused's conduct must be more than 

mCl't'ly preparatory \0 the CQmmission of the offence. The question wl'lether a conduct is 

more than merely preparatory to the commission of tile offence is one offact. 

13. In I'CSpeeI of the thin.! element. the prosccunon should prove beyond reasonable doubt 

eithet". 

i) the accused intended to cause the death of the complainant. or 

ii) thai the accused lrncwl ~l;eve thai his act could cause the death orlhe complainant. 

14. The prosecution has to prove only one of the two limbs of Ihis thin.! element. This 

element involves the state of mind of the accused at the \lme of the alleged act. It is not 

possible \0 ha\'e direct evidence regarding a penon's state of mInd 11$ no witness can look 

into the accused's mind and describe what it was at the time of the alleged Inetdent. 

Ho"'e\'cr. you can deduce the state of mind of an accused from the facts and 

circumstances you would consider as proved. 

15. Hanng consLdered all the evidence, if you fmd that the prosecution has pro"en ~yond a 

reasonable doubt that the accused had LlSsaulted the complainant with a lmife and caused 

the injuries as clauned by the prosc;:ution, bUI you arc oot satisfied or oot sure "ht:thcr 

the accused had an inteotion to kill the complamant or knowledge! believe thaI his such 

assault oould cause the death o f the complainant. you must tbCfl consider the alternative 

offence of "Acts Intended to Cause Grievous Hamt"'though Ihis ofi"Cltce LS not charged in 

the infonnation. 

16. The mam elements oftm:: offence of ~Acts lntmded to Cause Grievous Harm" are thai; 

1) The accused; 

ii) with inlCltt to do some gnC'o'ous harm; 

iii) unlawfuUy docs grievous harm to the oomplainant by any means. 



~'(' , 

11. In law grievous hann means any hann "hich-

i) amounlS 10 a maim or dangerous hann; or 

ii) seriously or permanenlly injures health or \\ohich 1S likdy 5() \0 injure health; or 

iii)e:m:nds to permanent disfigurement, or 10 any permanl'llt or serious mjury to any 
extc:mul or inlernal organ, mem~ or sense. 

18 The fi1"$\ elm .. "nt of the offeoce of Acts Intended to Caw.e Gncvous Hann is concemed 

with the identity of the a<:cuscd. 

19. The sooond dement relates to the lOtention of the occused thaI he intended to do some 

grievous hann to the wmplainanl. 

20. The final element relates to the conduct of tile aceused that he did 5()me gne\"Ous harm 10 

the complamant by any means. 

21. As I mentioned carhCT'. you hine 10 decide the Intention of the accused by OOIls1dcring 

what the accused d1d, you should look at his aelions before, at the time of, and after the 

act. Ful1hcrmore, unlawful means without lawful excuse and griemus harm mean any 

dangerous hann to the body of anotMr person. 

22. Suppose you are sahsficd that the pro>;a:ulion ha5 proven all the above elements of the 

oitence of act intended \0 cause grie,uus harm beyond a reasonable doubt. In that case. 

you must flOd the acellsoo guilty of the altemall\"e offence of "Acts Intendo:d to Cause 

Grievous Harm". l-Io"'evCl", if you have a TC8sonabl~ doubt "'ith respect to any dement of 

the offence of act "'l1h mtent to cause gnt>OllS harm, then you mLl5t find the accused not 

guilty of the alternative offence. 



23. The main elnnents of the offence of Cnnunal lnt imidalIOIl IlR' that; 

i) The accused. 

Ii) l"Itmtten Ashna ... ·lIh any injtuy. 

iii) with tbe intention, 

iv) to omiltO do any act which Ashna IS legally entitled to do. 

r oll' " 

24. The prosecution allelles that the accused threatened Ashna with Ihe knife ... ;Ih thc 

inl.:mion to prevent her helping the complainant. 

ScpaUlt Considerat ion 

25 The accused is charged wilh one count o f Altnnptoo Murd.,.. and one ooUOI of Crimmal 

Intimidation. You hal-e 10 oonslder each of these tv.o COUOts sepanltcly. If you find the 

accused gUilty of one count that does not automatically make him gUilty of the ~ainmg 

count. Likewise. if )'01,1 find Ihc ac~used 00\ guilty of "ne count that does not 

aUlomahcally make him nOI guilty oflhe remammg oount 

Admitltd hel 

26. I now request you to draw your allentioo 10 the Agr«d Facts. "hieh are before you. They 

8rC' Ihe facts lhal the Prosecution and the Defence have agreed witbout dispute. j~mcc. 

}()u are allowed \0 eonSlder them as pmH."'" facl$ by Ihe f>rosC(:Ulion beyond a rcasonublc 

doubt. 

t: "idener of tht j' roseeut io ll 

27. Lct me now remind YQU oftbe e ... idencc prcsenloo by Ihe Proseculion during the heaong. 

Tlus is a 1"Ct)' shan hearing, where the ProsccuhOIl adducro Ihe el'idence of thr"" witness. 

lirustihat you hal"e heard those evidmcc and sl1l1 could r«:allihem. 

28. The first witness of !he pro$«\ItJOD 15 Shashi Kala. She is the complainant of Ibis case. 

She was having ~ relationshIp w;lh Ihe accused dunng the month of January 2018. On the 

121h of January 2018, she had met the accused and then ... ent 10 his borne. Durinllthe 

ntght, the accusoo had assaulted her. On the fnllowinl! mominllthat was on Ihe 13th of 



January 2018; the accused IwId gone out to buy bread, stahng!he complainant, 00110 run 

away. HOllev",.., thc complainant had ~nc to the n",ghoor's hou.....,. That was the house of 

Bina and Ashna. Bina was oot al homc, lIS she: IwId gonc to the to"'n. while Ashna. !he 

daughter of Bina was at homc with her sick and bedridden father. The oompltunant had 

told Ashna what happened to her. 

29. At aboul II a.m. the accused had come to Ashna's house to hand over the phone of the 

complainant. He had just left the phone with AsMa and left. The IICCUSed had come again 

between II a.m. to 12 p.m., while the complaInant was in the kitchen. making her tea. 

The accused had brought her biscuits and juice. When she turned around. the complaInant 

had fclt the lirs! strike of the knife on h",.. head. The accused had struck her " 'Ith II kmfe 

on her head. After the first strike, the complainant had fallen on !he floor. She had 

shouted for help, asking to save hc-r. The aecused had struck hc-r on her nttk and hands, 

leaVing scars. The complainant had not SttII the knife. The aecused had told the 

complainant ",hile anDeking her .... ith the Ulife that he will kill her and he ill not scDTCd of 

the police. Ashna, who saw the oomplainan\ ble<:ding With wounds. had screamed for 

nell'. At that time, Bina bad arrived from the to .... n in a ,·thic1e. Bma had then Ulken Ihe 

complainant to Ba MIssion Hospital 10 the same Vehicle. Fmm there, the complainant 

IUS taken to Lautol;.a Hospital til an AmbulllllCC, where she had an opernhon. You hal"e 

seen the complainant identified the accused as the p<:fS(ln who struck her Wlth a knife on 

Ihe 13th of January 2018. 

30. During the cross-c,amination, the oomplainant said thaI she usually goes to Bina's house 

and spend the night "'hen she is alone at home. On !he day of thIS alleged lIlcident took 

place. she WIIS still having a relationshIp wi th the accused. The complainant .. Iud that she 

did not hllthe accused " .. ilb a beeT bollic on the rught of the 12th of January 2018. She 

further denies the proposition put to her oy the learned COUllse1 for the defatce, that she 

" 'as lying and the Injuric-s were self-infhcted, The knife belonged to Bina. and II ""as lefl 

outside the kitchen. 



3 I. The complainant further said dunng the cross·e~ammallon, thHt she did oot rqJOI'1 to the 

police about the incident of assault that o~x:umxl during the night of the 12th of January 

2018, bc<:ause the accused hild told her not to do that. 

32. The second witness of the prosecution tS Ashna. According to her evidence, the 

complaint had come to her bouse on the mornmg of the \Jlh of January 20\8. As!ma's 

mother had gone 10 town while her sitkly bedridden father was at home. The complainant 

had told her thai the accused had assaulted her during the ntght. AshIla had a,h'ised Ihe 

complaillllni 10 go and repon the mailer 10 lhe pohcc. She had Ih~'rl gone to her room. 

",hile the complainant wenl to the kllchcn. She then heard Ihe accused was toming wlIh 

some biscuill:; and juke. She heard the accused, IIml the complainant was talking about 

the I"CCOI1Clhalion. Ashna had told them thaI she docs 1101 "'llIIlllIIy i~Udi at home The 

accused had lhen left the place. 

33. Between 1l.J0 a.m and ooon. while she was in the room, Ashna heard the complainant 

was screaming from the kItchen. She ran 10 lhe kitchen and found the complainanl had 

fallen ,m the floor. The 3CtUsed was standing next to her. holding a knife. He was striking 

the complainant with the knife. Ashn" was $C8.l"Cd to go and help the complamant 11$ she 

feared that the accused mIght hun her as well. When 5he ~'rltcrro the kitchen. the accused 

was holding the knife up. lhe complainant was sneaming. asking for help. She W1lll 

bleeding. Ashna had run out and shouted for help. The ae<:used \eft at that time. The 

complainant came out and asked Ashna to take her to the hospital. The face and hands of 

the tomplainant were wounded, and she was bleeding. 

34. AshIla had seen the !cnife used by tIM: a~ as a knife belonged to them. II was a long 

knife. You have seen Ihat she identified the knife in coun and t~'t1dcrcd it in cvidena:. 

35. During the: cross-expmlnation. Ashna said the complainant used to come to her pla\% 

somchmes and stay with them. When Ashna tQld th" complainant to go lind repon the 

police aboUI the assaul! thaI happened during the night of the 12th of January 2018. the 

complainant responded u)ing that it was a good suggcstion. Howevc:f, she has roo such 

dose relationship with the complainant. The pe<:uscd 100 used to come to h~"T house. but 



he usually slays oUL~ide aDd talks 10 them. The knife used by Ihe accused is normally 

placed behind the door of the kitchen. 

36. Ashna li.&nher said thaI she did not see the whole incident, hUI only saw the e\·cnlli that 

look place after she came to the kitchen. At that ttme she saw the accused wru; holdIng the 

knife. The complainant had never ghm her money. Neither had she conspired with the 

complailUlnt about this allegation. 

37. The hut WItness of the prosecuhon IS Doctor Mcn::oni SoIL'!. She had conducted the 

medIcal cltamination o f the oomplomanl al the Ba Mission Hospital on the 13th of 

January 2018. Doctor Solei explained in her evidcmoc thc medical findings that she found 

during the medical C)lamination. She had fmmd laceration on the right Side ofth.- head of 

the complainant.. which wru; 8·9 em In h . .'ngch and 3<:m deep. The "ound was ble.x1mg 

continllOusly. There ":IS a deep cut on her right side oflhe chin and another CUI on the 

fingers. Both the "ounds wne blccdinllo 

38. You may recall thaI Doctor &llei explainoo that such a deep cut could have caused by a 

sharp-edged object. such as a sharp blade. Irnlfe. The complainant was DOl admiucd to the 

hospItal as Ihey were nol able to stop the bleedin!!. There WIIS anerial blecdmg as "cll. 

Hmcc, the complainant needed surgical intcrvcntion. Otherwise, the bll.'O!ding might havc 

caused her death. 1llerefon:. the complainant was trlIllSferred 10 Lautoka Hospital for 

surgical mtervention. 

39. During the cross-examination. Doctor Solei explained the force used by the assailant to 

cause the laceration on the head could be scaled at seven If)'(lu scale the force from I to 

10. Other two cuts ~>()uld be scaled as 6. According to the angle of the wounds. the 

assailant may have stood in front ofthc complainant.. ""hen he attacked her. She came 10 

such conclusion on the basis that most of the WQwtds were inflicted on thc right side of 

the complainant. Therefore. there is a possibility that the assailant mIght be a "ght· 

handed penon. Howc'·e(. there is no possibility for the oomplolOam 10 sel f·inflicted. such 

wouRds on her body. 



Ril!ht to Remain Sil~ n l 

40. AI the conclusion of the prosecution case, lhe accused was explained about his rights in 

defC'Tlce. The accused opted not to givc eVIdence on oath and exercised his rights to 

remam silent. The accused does not have to give ~·idence:. You must not assume that he 

is guilty because: he has nol presented evidC'Tlcc. The facl thaI he ha$ not presented 

cvidence provcs nothing. It docs nothing 10 establish his b'Uih. 

Anah·. is and Dir« tions 

4 1. According to the c,idence presented by the pro$CCution. the ~C\:used had assaulted the 

complainant with a knife \\i th inlcm to kill her. While he was assaulting the complainant 

10 that manner. he had ,hrcatentd Ashna, "'00 came to help the compla.lDant. with the 

lmfe, preventmg her helpinlltnc complainant 

42. Thc defence: through the crou ClIlIminalion. suggcSted to the \\'Itnessc:s oflhe prosecution 

that tnc injunes of the complamant .... ere self-implicated. whIch the: .... Itnesses of the 

prosecution denIed. 

43. Accordingly, you have to detcOTune whether thIS alleged incident actually took place. To 

do that. you hove to determinc the reliability and cm1ibihty of the: Prosecution's evidencc. 

EvaluallO'! of the E "Idence 

44. I now take your ano:lltion to the direction of cvaluatioo of thc evidence. The evolution of 

cvidencc eonsiMS of two maIO ,tcps, the determination o f thc rehablhty and the 

credibility of the evidence. 

45 Yuu must he satisfied that you Call rcly on the evIdence as reliable evidencc. To do that, 

you ha"c to be S8.ltsfied that ~'idetlce is fra: from mistakes, erron;. and maccwacies. If 

)'Uu find the evidence is free from such mIstakes. ern'lI"S, and mac:euracIC$. you can 

consider the e\"idctKc as reliablc evidence. 



Crl'dihiliry of r.. idt'Dt'C 

"6. The assessmenl of the credibility of evidence does not concern the unintended 

1n&cc1lI1lC), mistakes, or c:tflln. It focuses on the lies or ilUlCCUnlte facts that IU'l: 

intentional and moll~alro allemplS 10 d«C1~e. 

"7. Evaluation o f the relulbility and credibility of evidence will help y<>u determme what 

t\idcnee )'Ou may accept and "hat part o f lhe t\'ldenct: you may refuse. [I' doing Ihal. 

you may BCCo:pt or reject such parts oflhe evidence as you thmk fit. It IS for you to d~ide 

"hether B " 'l lIIess i. telling the truth and is correctly recalhng the facts about which he or 

she has testified . 

.. X In a~smg evidence of the ... ·1tncsseS, )'OU must consider whether the witness bad tnc 
opponwlily 10 sec, hear, and or fed whlthe wilness is lalking in Ihe evidence. You then 

considered .... hether th" "'itness's C\idence is probable or Improbable. considering III" 

circumstances of tile case. Apan from Ihal. you arc requin..'<.1 10 CQn$idcr Ihe wltness'S 

CQnsistency not only with his or ber e~idcnce but also willi uther evidence 1""eser>led to 

the case. 

49. It IS your duty 10 consider the witoesses' demeanour. how tbey reael 10 ~ng cross

eXaminro, and rc-e~amined and were they evasive to decide the witness's crroibj\j ty. 

50. MoroovCT, you mUSI bear 10 ntind Iha\ a witness may {cliche trulh about one manet" and 

Ii" about another: he or she may he accurate 10 S<I)"ing one thing and not accurale In 

another thin!!. 

E,wert EYidence 

St. It IS the general rule Umt witnesses usually are not allowed 10 give an opinion and only 

allo .... \<> ptO\1dc evidence on ... halthey ha"e seen, heard. or felt by their phYSIcal sense. 

Howe .. ",,", the exccplion is that the evidence of cxpen wItnesses. Expcn ... ·Itncsses arc 

tOOse woo are It:arned and expcns in a particular subjrtl or field wilh relevant ellperi~e. 

Such witnesses an: allowed 10 give evidence of their opinion. 



1'> • • It 

S2, In this case, you ha\'c heanlthe C"idcnce of Dr Solei, She is a medical doctor and worics at 

the 9a Mission Hospital. She has conducted the medical eXaminatIOn of the complailUlnt 

and made the Fiji Pollcc Medical ElIIImination Report. She ga"e her prufes.siolUll opinion 

about the injuries that she found on the complainant and the posSible causes of such 

injuries. It is for you to decide whether the ClIper1 opinion given by Dr Solei ;$ relevant tu 

the mailer that you have to dctennine. If you decide it is relevant. then you have tl.l 

dctennim: what thc "'eight you give tn this ~xpcrt evidence is. If IIOt. you can disregard it. 

ConlT.diction and I n con .l~tenciH 

S3. You ha"e heard that the oomplall1ant said dunng the eVidence In cltiefthat the accused 

came around 8 a.m. to Ashna's house tn hand over her mobile phone, He had Just lefl thc 

phone wnh Ashna and !eft "1tOOut talking to Ihe oomplall1llnl. Hc then came around 

between 11.30 a.m, and noon with biscuits and JUICC. During his second \;sit, the accused 

!lad committed Ihis alJe-ged crime. According tn Ashna. the accused camc in the morning 

around 8 B.m. with biscuits and juice and tallr::ed with the oomplailllll1t. Ashn.a told them 

that she d0C5 not wanllu have any issues at her hnme. The accused then left. Bet"~"'"1l 

11.30 a.m. and IIO()II. Ash"" had heanllhe screaming oflhe oomplamllDt while she was In 

her room. She then went tn the ki tchen and fnund Ihe accusOO ""as IISsaulting the 

complainant with I kOlfe, You need to consider these contradiClinns when you evaluate 

the evidence given by the Complainant and AshlUl. 

54. You are allowed tn take intn consideT1l11on such inconsistencies wh<:n you cunsider the 

credibility Ill1d reliability of the e,~denc<: given by the witnesses. It is nbvlous !hat the 

passage of time will affcct the accuracy of memory. Memory is falhbk. and )"01,1 might 

not expecl every detail to be the same trom nnt;! account to Ihe next. 

55. Ifthcre is an inconsistency, it is necessary 10 decide firslly, whelher it is sigmficant and 

whether n affects a.:kersely 10 the reliability and credibility uf the Issue that you are 

considcrinl!. !f it is Significant. you Will ne)(1 n<:ed to consider whether th<:re IS an 

aC(;q1table <:)(planation for it. If then: is an acceptable uplanation. for !he changt:. YQu 

may then conclude thai the underl)ing reliability of the evidence IS unafleetcd. If the 



il1WfJSIstcnc), is so fundamental. then il IS for )'QU 10 decide as 10 what extent thaI 

ml1ucm:es )'Qur judwne1lt of the reliability of sueh WItnesS. 

Finl! l"IIrsstions 

56. Upon consideration of whole nfthe evidence adduced during the course of the hearing. If 

),ou are <;.atisfied that th~ Prosecution has proven beyond reasonable doubl that the 

accused has commItted the offence of Attempted murder as charged under count one.. )'QU 

can lind Ille accused guilty of the said offence of Attempted Murder. 

57. If you are nOl <;.attsfied or ha,c doubt Whtlht.T the Prosecution has proven beyond 

reasonable doubt thai the accused has committed !he offence of Attempted Munier as 

charged under count one, you must find the accused not guilty of the saId count of 

Attt."111pted Murdt.T. 

58. You can then conSIder the alternahve offence of Act with Intent 10 Cause GnC'OU5 Hann. 

If you are satisfied that the Prosecution has proven hcyond reasonable doubt thai the 

ac<:used has commiued the offence of Act with Intent 10 Cause Grie~·ous Harm. you can 

find the accused guilty of the said ahCITUIlive offt.'1lcc. 

59. If you are not satis fied or hnve doubt whether the Prosecution has proven beyond 

reasonable doubt that the accused has committed !he offence of Act with Intern to Cause 

Gnevous Harm, you must find the accused not guilTy of the said alTcmat"·e offence. 

60. If you are sallSfied that the Prosecution has proven beyond reasonable doubt Ihat the 

acru5ed has commItted the offence of Criminal Inti mid all 011 as charged UOOI."T count IWO. 

you can find the accused guilty of the said offence ofCrimlllal Intimidahon. 

61. If you arc not satisfied or have doubt whether the Prosecution has proven beyond 

reasonable doubt that the accused has commItted the offence of Criminal Inllmidation lIS 

charged under count (WO, you must find the accusal not guilty of the saId COUllI of 

Criminallmimidallon. 



Cooclusion 

62. Madam and Gentleman assessors. J now condude my summing up. It is time for you to 

retire and delit>erute in order to fonn your individual opinions. You will be asked 

individually for your opinion and wil] nOI require to give reasons for yQUr opinion. When 

you have reached to )'()ur opinion, you may please infonn the clerks, so that the Court 

could reconvene. 

63 . Learned counsel of the Prosoxulion and Ihe accused, do you have any redirections 10 the 

assessors? 

~ ............ . 
R. D. R. T. Rajasinghe 

Solicitor.;; 

Legal Aid Commission for the Accused 


