
































“Facts necessary to explain or introduce a fuct in
issue or relevant fact, or which support or rebut au
inference snuggested by a fact in issue or relevant
fact, or which establislt the identity of unything or
person wliose r'denn'fy is relevanl, or'/’i.r the e or
place af which any fact in issue or relevant fuct
lappened, or which show the relation of parties by
whont any such fact was transacted, are relevant in
so far as they are necessary for that purpose”.

The ubove framework provides enongh space o
admit  evtdence o prosecution of  offeinders
previously unacquainted with the victims or
the witnesses; appriisal of such eordevce 1s sulvject
fo smne principles as are urreersally vpplicable (o
any piece of evidence, winder consuderition 1
crintiunl trigd; Hiere are no additionul berricides s
15 evwdeat from the plaor reading of Hne Aeticle dud:
withowt prejudice to the safeguurds acadable fo
accnsed ab each stuge ol trwd, essenbiofly fooe o
suarmnteed under the Constilution, nonwtleless,
does notb cast wn wrbificwidly Tevewer ovus on e
prosecibon lo meel stundards of ool brgoad
fmman capucity, Each erviminal case is to v
decided having regurd to its owen peculiar fucts
and circumistances. A dest to be essentinlly
applied in one case wmay absolutely br
irrelevant in another, as the crimes are seldo
committed in identical situations; there wmay
be cases wherein prosecution ninst assiygn
distinct roles played during the occurrence by
the culprits fur determmination of their guilt as
well as consequences thereaf, hareever, there
are cases in which totality of transaction muy
not warrant reparability  for sl
determination, like the one in hail. Cises
invalving abductivns, dacoities aud sudden
assaunlts, more often than not, constitute
episodes wherein different ruoles pluyed by the
culprits anerge into integral totulity of the
crime, thus, it weauld be too harsh as well s
unrealistic to demand exact reenactment of
roles by the witnesses. Capacities cten
intellectually most sharp dwindle drastivally
in  calamitous situations, therefore, the
administration of criminal justice, in such
peculiar situations, has to be dynamically
balanced upon fair trial without prejudice to
the accused as well as due weightage ta the
prosecution evidence without being swayed by
illusory notions, subjectively structured upon
hypothetical beliefs

Having found the witnesses witli 1o nxe to grind, in
a comfortable unison on all the sulien! featires of
the prosecution case as well as events colluteral
therewitli, we do nrot feel persuaded by the

¢





















