Tri "t COUT QL b AL

OF BOTSWANA

Criminal Appeal No, 7 of 185

In the matter bhetween:
ALFRED DIKGA Arpellant
vs.
THT STATE

W. G, Manchwee for the Anpellant
L. I, Dambe for the Stete

CORAM: TI. A, M=aisels, JP
L. De Yan Wiwesen, JA
B. 4, Dovle, JA,

MAISELS, JP.:
The arnellent wes convicted of a contravention of
section 102{1) ~f the Penal Code ir that he medz » falee

¢claim thet ha Hod anernt P24R av Hotel ~ccommod-tion wherens
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e hed arly srent P11E6,  There is no dnubt that he claimed

that he had sn~ent P245 on hotel accommodation =nd t
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auestion is whether the Stzate established beyond reasonntle
doubt that the ~msunt thet he sctually expended wes P14
Tre evidence is overwhelming to the z2ffect thet he had srent

cnly P14,

Tiiere is the evidence of *the witnecs Galakwe who wns
thre driver wha accomranied the arpellant 2nd his co«accused
in the court 2 _quo that his kil'l for »ccommodeotion, laundry
and meals was only P114 at the Ho*tel where the three of them
staved and that the mnpellant nrocured false bills from the

Recentionist at the Hotel zhowing that the amount cwing by



(

ench af the thraz, »nd naid to the Hotel was P245, There is
tve evidence of the owner of the hotel which shows thet

an amount ~f PP4S frem esch nerson could not rosciblv have

been owed or n-id to the hotel. here is the evidence af two
chenves for P14 naid by the appellant for his and his
co=accusadts stav at the Hotel, which amourt included the ceoct
of nll meals, The evidence of the annell~nt wns cuite
unaccentaeble and trere is no doubt ir my mind thet he was
correctly convicted. T concider thet tne learned Chief
Justice who dealt H111y with his arneal wes unduly cheritable

in erantirg him le~ve to spreal fo his Court.

The anpeal is disricced,
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