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The‘appellant, Christopher !tathew Luki, apneared in
the District Court on 26 Movember 1922 on & charge that he failed
to comnly with a condition of hig probation in that he failed to
report on 22 July 19382, Fe was sentenced to three wéeks'

irprisonment. Tt is ‘subnitted to me that the sentence in the

_circumstarnces was inappropriate or €icessive in that the Ristrict

Court Judce did not have due regard to the provisions of s.13B

of the Criminal Justice Act. It is also subnitted that the sentence

is now inapprepriate in the light of further evidence that he and
his wife have Joined the Azzemhly of God anda there appears to be
some indication that he Rray have shown some deqree of reform.

A breach of prohation stands in a special category

when it cores to punishment., In the first place an offender

such as this who was first sentenced to periodic detention followed

'bj probation "as & person where the offence warranted a term of

1mnr1sonmcnt Inless,it varranted inprisonment periodic detention
Was not an appropriate santence. e has accordingly already receiv

an indulgence from the Court in not having been ‘sent to prisorn,

People who are released on peobation nust realise that they not

only have received an indulgence but if they do not comply with the
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