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IN _THE COQURT OF APPEAL
R,M,C o B/6

BEFORET The Hon. Mr. Justice Duffus (President)
The Hon, Mr. Juatice Henriques
The lon, Mr. Justice Meody (Ag.)

Re Yo ARTHUR RIGCHARDS

Me C. Orr for the Crown.
Appellant in person.

29th November, 1965,

DUFFUS, Pi

The appellant was convioted of woundings The evidence
for the Crown was that the appellent used a knife and slashed
the complainant in his faece, inflicting a cerious wound which
may result in permanent disability to the complainant,

The definco was that the appellant had not cut the
complainanty he did not even have a knife with him, There
was some confusion in the Resident Maglstrate's Court regard-
ing the identification of the knife, It appears that the
wrong knife was firet handed up to A witness named ﬁlytho -
and he identified that knife as the knife which he had taken
away from the appellant at the time of the incident. Apparently,
it was diseovered that there w#u a second knife in Court and
the second knife was then shown to the witness whioh he then
identified as the correct knife and he said he had made a mise
take when he identified the previous knife. A Constable who
was called idonﬁitiud the second knife and he said that h§ had
received it when he went to investigate the incident, and he
alae sald he saw blood stains on this knife.

The whole matter was esssntially one of faot for the
lenrned Resident Magistrate and we see no reason to interfere.
The wound was a aerianu.one. and althqngh the appsllant has no
pravious record for wounding, hé. nonetheless, hans many previous

convictions,
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The Court will not interfere with the aentence which

was imposed of six months imprisomment, The appeal is

disnisaed,
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