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n espondent 

The appellant pleaded guilty to a char ge 

of committing an a ct with intent to cause g rievous 

harm (namely, unluwfully woundins the complainant 

with a knife) ; he wo.s at the time in company with 
one 'rimoci Koro who in f a ct was the one who inflic•ted 
the injury . 'l'he app ellant 's part was to entice the 

complain a n l; out or. his house so that he could be 

att a cked by 'l'imoci Koro, who was in hiding outside . 

Kero first attacked the complainant with his fists 
and then took n pen knife from his pocket and 

inflicted a dangerous wor;nd . 
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'L'he ttesidcn t I-1ae;L1tru te , u.f L er Lile 1,lc:10 o f 

e;uil ty , commi l ted both accur;ed to the Supr eme Co urt 

for sentence. '.L'imoci J(oro ho.d an appalline list of 

previous convictions , 11li0reas t;he pres en\; oppclla nt 
ho.d none a t a ll . 

'rhe ~upr0n1e cour L Gcnt c.mcecl 'l1lmoci Kero to 

imprisonment .ror eig ht ycnrc and Lhe nppell:int for 
five yc::tr o . 

'.rhe appellant; who t~ o nly 22 _yc.-i.rs o f ac;e hu.s 

no leeal represent;:::. l,ion ill Lld.3 .;o ur l; , bu t t h 0re a re 

two p oints wh i ch ca.n he L:!ken in his favour . 

One is h is r:: 1 , ..... : \r }Jrevious record , which was of 

course e iven weielit in t lie Jupreme Court : But there 

still could be Gome risk th:-it he mil;hL ho.ve suff ered 

some p rej udice beca u r:e o.r Lile vu1·y bo.cl list of 

convictions o.f Ill::. com1•-.t11 ion . 

1
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he second , a nd more importan t, , is tha.L there 

was no stutement ut any Li1,1c in eitl1er of lhe courts 

below us to v1hcthcr the aj ipoll:m I. knew the. t 'L'imoci horo 

wa.s ca.rryinG Ute knil'e 1·1!Jj.cll he produced Q.11.d used u t 

the seconda ry phase of hin u t Lack upon tile complain.:m \; . 

lt is a ma tter which should ha.vc been c.l.eul t with in 

clear terms in the courts below. We a re of the 

opinion tha,t the a ppellant muc t 1.Je g iven the benefit 

o r the doubt tha l: this f::i.c t;or g ivec r i:::,c to. 

';le allow the :1.ppe:.tl n nd red ucc Lhn Lcr m o f 

impr iconment impo s e d 11pon ldm rrom 'j J//" to 3 :;□ • . 
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