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MR. DEGOREGORI:: Jam sorry. Le are appealinr, against sentence 

because of the appellant's age. A prison sentence is not 

appropriate. 0t1<:r 1:1c:., :, rJf (lcali,li: ,vith him were open to 

the District Court. Imprisonrnc11t should be used only as a 

last resort. Throughout tJ1is century increasing importance 

has been r:ivcn to the reformation of offenders. It is 

particularly important in tli e case of younp offenders. 

'J'hc appellant was working at the time an<l <lepended 

on being able to drive a vehicle to attend work. 

!-1R. DLCC 1 Fc,r 

a fis}1 ot:t 

,,,c L;istfict Ccuft :;~:,:;; allowe<l some traffic offenders 

t o J r iv '- , : r 1 i , '. , ; , c; r 1 i n ,; L c in ~; · : , , ( 1 d i s q cm 1 i f i e d t h c 1;1 on 1 y from 

drivin~: 01:;,.,:,;ide worLin::, lio:.irs. 
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of imprisonment will be imposed. 
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assertion that ~is th.'! appellant nce<ls to 

travel to work by en :,Hd c:uwut \.. j thcr ,·mlk or ride a bicycle 

to iet there. ;:is·c~tii.L> ~ ii1 l.:,.1r.; :,re :~;:; short that travelling 

by bicycle is appropriate in any i11stance and tr~vellin~ on 

foot is in niany instances not inappro})riatc. There are, 

therefore, no special mi tiga tinr~ circumstances. The young as 

much as the ol<l must obey the law and must take the consequences 

if tliey choose to flout it, as tlie appellant has done. 

The sentence of 3 mo1:.ths' imprisonment is neither 
h:irs1t '.'\h: cu:essivc: nor ·,..rron\•. i1t principle. 

2/2/'l'J 

I.''.. ll iCi' T~c;:; 
Chief Justice 

* (Sentence: 3 months' hard labour.) 


