


submissions in support of the appeal and prayed the Court to allow the
appeal accordingly. The Respondent Republic did not take issues with the
appeal whilst arguing that the facts of the case which was read over to the
Appellant before the trial court in support of the charge against the Appellant
did not prove the offence and the charge the Appellant allegedly pleaded
guilty of. That, there was no Government Chief Chemist Report to prove that
the alleged drug was indeed bhang (Narcotic Drug). The alleged bhang itself
was not tendered before the trial court for admission in evidence. That, even
the name of the Appellant was not stated in the impugned facts of the case.
That, the Prosecution Exhibit (Certificate of Seizure and the Letter by the
Weight and Measurements Agency Singida) Collective Exhibit “P1”, were not
read over to the Appellant before the trial Court upon its admission in
evidence so as to afford the Appellant with the right to know its substance
prior to his endorsing the facts of the case whose charge he had allegedly
entered plea of guilty. The Respondent Republic was of the considered
opinion that the Appellant’s plea of guilty to the charge against him before

the trial court was equivocal, hence not worth of grounding his conviction.

The Court is of the considered position that the appeal is meritorious
as per the parties submissions in support of the appeal. The Respondent

Republic has said it all. The Court agrees /n fofo with the parties that the






