IN THL SUPRIML COURT OF NAURU
Criminal Jurisdiction

Criminal Appeal No. 17 of 1976
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DIPLECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTICKNS - Respondent

Znd Tebruary, 1677, at U,00 a,n.

In Court
Before r. Justice 1.0, The ooen, Chief Justice
For the Yerullic: v, I. sclie, Lepal Officer

For tuce fpnpeliant: hor. R. Leporevorc

Arpellant vresent:
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Appeal ccalinst conviction ad scatoncé.
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MR. DEGOREGORI: T am sorry. Ve are appealing against sentence

because of the appellant's age. A prison sentence is not
appropriate. Othoer meass of dealing with him were open to
the District Court. Imprisonment should be used only as a
last resort. Throughout this century increasing importance
has been given to the reformation of offenders. It is
particularly important in the case of young offenders.

The appellant was working at the time and depended
on being able to drive a vehicle to attend work.

COURT: Uiy could he not ride a Licycle?

MR, DILCCR oy s Tor o dlauraas to ride a bicycle is like being
a fish out vater.,
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assertion that a vouur man sucl as the appellant needs to

travel to work by car and cunnoet cither walk or ride a bicycle
to get there. istances ia loara are oo short that travelling
by bicycle is appropriate in any instance and travelling on

foot is in many instances not inappropriate. There are,
therefore, no special mitigating circumstances. The young as
much as the old must obey the law and must take the consequences
if they choose to flgut it, as the appellant has done.

The sentence of 3 months' imprisonment is neither
harsiv »né cxeessive nor wrong in principle. ‘
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fae appeal gpalinst conviction and sentence is
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Chief Justice
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* (Sentenée: 3 months' hard labour.)




