
13th 1993 I I (" 
and 

Jurats Haman and Le Ruez 

Chr1stopher Henry Ball 

- v -

The Attorney General 

Appealagalnstlolalsentence 0118 weeks' Imprisonment, Imposed by the Mallistrate on Srd 
AUllust, 1993: (11110110l'Il11111 a guilty plea 10: 1 charge 01 breaking and entering (charge 101llhe 
charge sheel) on which the Appellant was eentenced to 8 weeks'lmprlsonment; and 1 charge III 
al.1empted breaking and anterlng (charge 2) Oil which he was sentenced 10 4 weeks' Imprlsonmsnt 
(consecullve); IInd (b) lollowlng an admitted breach ola proballon order, Imposed In the 
Magistrate's Court on 151h January, 1993, In respect 01 1 charge 01 being drunk IInd dlllorderly, 
(charge I); 1 charge of resisting ponce OIIlcere In the due execullon of their dllly (charge 21. Bnd 1 
charge of aiding, asslsllng or parllclps6ng In breaking and elllerlng and larcellY (charge 3). on 
which the Appellant was sentenced to a IOtel 01 6 weeks' Imprlsonmellt (conseellllve 10 Ihe 
aanlenclng Impl.leed In paregraph (a) above), IiIId the PmberJon Oraer wse dlacharged. 

Advooate S. Slater for the Appellant. 
Advooate Mrs, B.A. Pearmain on behalf of the 

Attorney General. 

THB BAILIFF: The s for imposing consecutive sentences are 
but have to be the tot~LLLY 
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and we are quite satisfied that a total of 18 waeks' imprisonment 
for what your client did, Mr. Slater, and for the "breach of 

is in order~ However, in order to arrange the sentence 
so that it does not infringe the we are going to change 
the amount slightly in respect of each count, but the total will 
remain the same. 

In of count 1, we will substitute a sentence of 12 
weeks' imprisonment: count 2, will be four weeks' imprisonment 
concurrent. In respect of the breach of the order, 
there will be 6 weeks' sonment on count 1, and 2 weeks' 

each on the other two s, concurrent with each 
other, but consecutive to the later offences: the total will be 
maintained at 18 weeks' , which cannot be excessive 
having regard to all the circumstances and your client's record. 



Current Practice: Part A5: Consecutive Terms: 

p.p. 10501-10503: 
R. -v- Jones (1980) 2 Cr. .R.IS.) 152. 
R. -v- Skinner (1986) 8 Cr. .R. (5.) 166. 
R. -v- Matthews (1987) 9 Cr.App.R. (S.) 1. 
R. -v- Lewis July, 1972). 
R. -v- PaddoD March, 1971). 

p.p. 10519-10521: 
R. -v- Cooper 5 Cr. .R.(S.) 295. 
R. -v- Smith (13th 1975) . 
R. -v- Millen (1980) 2 Cr. .R.(S.) 357. 

I 
I 




