IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF NEW ZEALAND
1798 — Burglary -— Appeal against scentence of one year's /
imprisonment — Previous offending — The appellant had breken=intg a /
clothing shop and stolen jeans worth $8,000 at wholesale. He had wanted money
te shout his friends drinks, and had committed the offence possibly while drunk. CA.201/92
Relevant factors were the appellant's age (21) and maturity, the fact that he had
committed previous offences, including theft, while also being on bail, his
inability to make significant reparation, the extent of financial loss to the victims,
and the prevalence locally of theft offences. The appeal was dismissed. Rv THE UEEN
Andrews (Court of Appeal, 13 August 1992 (CA 201/92) EichelSaom TP Casey
and Henry I1. Judgment of the Court delivered by Henry I). [3 rpl
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be incorrect.

Later that samg day appeliant sold fwo pairs of those jeans



was later seen throwing from a car coathangers and labels which had been taken

from some of the stolen property. He was interviewed by the Police and

charged, initially went to trial, but on the morning of the second day of the trial

entered a plea of guilty.

The reasons given for the offending are that the appellant was having his

21st birthday and desired money to "shout" for his friends. It was also claimed

that he was under the influence of liquor at the time of the offending. None of
the stolen property, other than the two jeans which were sold on the afternoon
following the theft, has been recovered and neither have any proceeds from any

sale from the theft been recovered.

year wag eXcessive,



When regard is had to this appellant's background - he is a young man
but one of some maturity, he has previously offended including as we have
mentioned he has a conviction for theft and he did offend whilst on bail - having
regard also to the circumstances of this particular offending and other relevant
factors, namely the extent of the financial loss to the victims, his inability to
make any significant reparation and, as referred to by the Judge, the prevalence
of this type of offending in the district concerned, we are not persuaded that the.
sentence of one year's imprisonment was outside the range available to the

Judge.

Accordingly the appeal must be dismissed.
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Solicitors:

Cullinane Steele, Levin, for appellant
Crown Solicitor, Wellington, for Crown



