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! JERMY HORDER-ASHWORTH'S PRINCIPLES OF CRIMINAL LAW ,
OXFORD UNIVERSITY EIGHTH EDITION , 2016 .P.134.
2 SEE E.G JONES MILLING ET AL. (2007) IAC 136.
® Ibid.p. 134.
* OWINO (1996) 2 CR APPR 128, NOT FOLLOWING SCARLETT(1994) 98
CR APP R 290 . SEE ALSO TUDOR (1999) ICR PP R (S) 197 . CF THE
CONTROVERSY SURROUNDING . THE US CASE OF PEOPLE V GEOTZ
(1986) 68 N Y 2D 96 WHERE D HAD SHOT AND WOUNDED FOUR
YOUTHS ON THE NEW YORK . SUBWAY AFTER THEY HAD
DEMANDED FIVE DOLLARS FROM HIM.

Ibid.
® AS THE EUROPEAN COURT OF HUMAN RIGHTS HELD IN NACHOVA
V BULGARIA (2006) 42 EHRR 233 .
" REPORT OF THE ROYAL COMMISSION THE LAW RELATING TO
INDICTABLE OFFENCES (1879, C 2345) . NOTE B, AT 44 SEE AT Il FOR
AN ASSERTION OF THE PRINCIPLE THAT THE MISCHIEF DONE BY OR
WHICH MIGHT REASONABLY BE ANTICIPATED FROM THE FORCE
USED IS NOT DISPOROPORTIONED TO THE INJURY OR MIS CHIEF
WHICH IT IS INTENDED TO PREVNT .
® SEE LEVERICK, N160, CH 6. FOR A DIFFERENT VIEW SEE THE
JUDGMENT OF THE GERMAN SUPREME COURT SET OUT IN P. H.
ROBINSON, FUNDAMENTALS OF CRIMINAL LAW (2ND E DN. 1995),
488-90 .
%(2006) CRIM LR 546 .
1% 1bid.p.135.
1 FOR THE EIGHTEENTH CENTURY AUTHORITIES SEE ASHWORTH,
N 169 , 299-301 . Ibid.
2 E,G. IN ANDRONICU AND CONSTANTINOU V CYPRUS (1998) 25EHRR
491 , AT PARA , 171 G .V. TURKY (2002) 34 EHRR 719 , AT PARA, 77
NACHOVA V BULGARIA (2006) 42 EHRR 933 . Ibid.p.135.
¥ MODEL PENAL CODE S.3.04 . Ibid.
143.C. SMITH , JUSTIFICATION AND EXCUSE IN THE CRIMINAL LAW
(1989) , 109 AND . CH 4 , LEVERICK N 160, CH7 .
™ |bid.p.135.
1 AW COMMISSION, SIMPLIFICATION OF THE CRIMINAL LAW ,
KIDNAPPING (REPORT NO, 355, 2014) 3, 85 DOSES NOT GO INTO
THIS POINT. Ibid.
7 Ibid.p.135.
¥ FENNEL (1971) IQB 428 BALL (1989)CRIM LR 579
Y MODEL P5NAL CODE . S.3.04 (2) (A) (i) . LAW COM NO. 177. Cl . 44
(4). Ibid.p. 135-136 .
%0 Ibid.p. 136 .
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21 AP SIMESTE, GR SULLIVAN, CRIMINAL LAW , THEORY AND
DOCTRINE, OXFORD PORTLAND OREGON SECOND EDITION,
REVISED, 2004, P. 625

22 |bid.p. 625-626

% |bid.p. 626 .

 Ibid.

2 |bid.p. 626.
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