


Having heard the case to the finality, the trial Magistrate found the
appellant guilty as charged for two counts of unnatural offences. Thus, the
District Court convicted and sentenced the Appellant to a mandatory life
imprisonment sentence. It is on this decision of the Court that the
Appellant herein challenges the whole of that judgement on the following
grounds:

1. That the fearned trial magistrate grossly erred in law
and in facts when totally misapprehending the nature and
quality of the prosecution evidence against the Appellant
which did not prove the charge beyond all reasonable
doubts.

2. That the learned trial magistrate grossly erred in law
and in facts by acting on uncorroborated, unsworn evidence
of prosecutrix of the two prosecutions witness that is PW 2
and PW4.

3. That the learned trial magistrate grossly erred in law
and in facts by acting on the evidence of PW 5(Doctor) such
evidence was not properly scrutinized since he did not even
remember when the made (sic) medical check-up of the said
victims basing on that the question is even the PF3 tendered
in Court does not bear the date, month and years filled by
PW 5 when conducted medical exarnination.

4. That, the conviction based on PW 2 and PW 4 testimony
was bad because they did not pass out as credible.
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