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Alan Martin. 

Sentencing by tile Number of the Court, to which the accused was remanded by the Inferior Number on 15th 
August, 1997, following a guilty plea to: 

1 count of possession of a controlled drug with intent to supply, contrary to Article of the =="'" 

Count 1: M.D.MA; 

21 (0.0.8.: 16th August, 1976: 21 011 dale of sentencing; 20 when conVicted on 8th May, 1997.) 

Deiendant arrested at the JMT bus depot by two police officers carrying out licensing duties. Defendant resisted 
oificars and one officer's was tom in the struggle. Defendant lound to be carrying 22 tablets. 
Street value: £440. 

Guilty but caught in flagrnm'e. Aged 20 at time 01 offence and conviction. Remorseful. Supportive 

point 
Count 1 

one previous conviction tor po"sel,sic'il of cannabis. 

7 years. 
5 years' imprisonment 



- 2 

[6!2i6d cOl1vidicn. 

before the inferior Number ot the 
(caunt 11:J of the first indictment 

1 of thG 

aCI~",;~U was sentenced on count ID tJf the first indictment to 6 months l 

ind'icliTlelli was amended by the Crown to a count and criminal 
guili}j but guilty to the count of assault, which piea the Crown aCICeiJte,d, 

aBient/a,n, consecutive. 

one r,;!ark not guilty to 1 caunt of grave and 
l-{~r!l'~ilgsiy'sPrjson at La Moye; the co-accused was remanded in the 

before e criminal assize to stillt on 12th Mey, 1987, 

OnBlh the accused guilty to the 
com::fu,sio(J of ltw criminal assize. 

count, find was remanded in r!l.'/flnv receive 

011 

THE 

the Crown reduced the charge of grave and criminal assault to one ot 
was remanded in custody to receive sentence before the Inferior Number on 

1997 The Cnwm withdrew the on the satne charge the who WES 

tu receive s()ntsnce on the count.] 

D ~ E '" Le cornu If Bsq", $ Crotvn 
f~<,S", Landi.ck .. Esq .. ~ for the 2.ccusea" 

JUDGl~ENT 

T'he of this Court towards the offence DEPUTY BAILl':E'F' ~ 
drug traft

in 
is well-known. In the 

CofA at p 144 11. 14-16 the Court 
offenders ;{li,ll receive condign 

HThat 

p'111~"m.m'!Ilt to mark 
said: 

of the Court of: 
(1995) JLR 136 

cy is that 
the 

heinous ttJ:Dd anti,social na ture of the crime of 

Martin was seen with another person at the at 
five past nine in the 
After a st e, a 

of 263 mj,,11, err;,m 

on I 28th 1997~ 

of 22 Ecstasy tablets with an average 
and a street value totall £440 were 



3 -

found in l~fartin I' s possession m 

these 

Martin 
been problems 
out to US~ 

This i.s a commercial quanti of 

and had he not there migh,t ha,~v'"e 
On the facts as were set 

We have the Crown I s aaV.l,::e and it appea:cs to us that we have to treat him as an adultl al Mr~ Landick raised the 10 questi..on of Hhether he can be treated as a young' offender. 'The 
ma.:{ be academic ~ but }\~rticle 3 (1) of the 

st,ates that Hno court shall 
person under tl1s age of 21 t; '" 

Martin is now over 21 and will have to be treated as a mature 
15 offender ~ 

20 

the 
The 

he 
on his behalf that "we have read 

is still a young man albeit vIi tl1 a 
underline 

bad record; 
related on one occasion~ 

We the; Court of and to take six years as point in this case ~ There has been no co-
the but his youth must a in our 

considera.tion+ For the vle cannot allo1il a full one-25 third di but the small volume of and the excellent 

30 

reference allow us to take a more individualised than we 
have done~ 

Martin, your future is in your own hands. You must 
make a choice. We cannot make it for you. 

There 
sufficient 
years" 

among the Jurats but there is 

[Otl 

the 

for us to upon you a sentence of 3' /2 
The will be forfeited and 

St.h 199 the Court granted 
of a representation the 

the Court to amend the sentence 
one of 3 ' /2 years' 
that Article 4(1) of the 

Law 1994 
allows the Court to pass a sentence of youth 
detention, but not t, on an accused who 
is under 21 ,,,hen The accused was 21 
when on 1st 199 but was 
20 when on 8th Nay, 1997 and therefore 
the court had acted ultra vires by passing a 
sentence of .. j 



Campbell~ Mol and .~iacKenzi.e --v·- lLG. (1995) JT:R 136 Co fA at 

p,144: 11.14-16, 

A Go-v-Postill (2nd October # 1995) 

Criminal Justice (Young Offenders) 
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Law 1994: Article 




