


The appellant is urging this court that the conviction and sentenced against
him for the offence of unlawful possession of government trophies contrary
to section 86(1) and (2) (c) (ii) of the Wildlife Conservation Act No. 5 of 2009
read together with paragraph 14 of the First Schedule to and sections 57(1)
and 60(2) of the Economic and Organized Crimes Control Act, [Cap. 200 R.E.
20191 was not based on the respondent’s case being proved beyond
reasonable doubt. The government trophies that were seized by the Game
Wardens, are two Elephant tusks valued at USD 15,000 equivalent to T.shs.

69,402,000/=.

Having being affronted with the conviction and sentence of the trial court,
the appellant paraded four grounds of appeal in this court as they appear in
the petition of appeal. The basic complaints in their appeal are that the
charge was not proved beyond reasonable doubt. There was no expert

evidence among other complaints of appeal.

Without going into details of the merits or otherwise of the case, the outlined
anomaly that the certificate conferring jurisdiction to a subordinate court to
try an economic crimes case and the consent of the Prosecuting Attorney in-

charge were neither endorsed by the trial court, nor are they reflected in the
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