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For the Appellant~ Mr. R. Degoregore 

Appellant present: 

COURT: I have now received a report from the probation 
officer. Unfortunately at present there is no provision 

in the law for the Courts to make probation orders. There 

is no suggestion in the report that anyone in the appellant's 

family of more responsibility than his parents is willing to 

take charge of him. Without constant supervision there 

appears to be little hope of reformation because of the bad 

company the appellant keeps and the very bad habits he has 

developed. 

I think, therefore, that what is likely to be most 
effective in reforming him is for hirt to go to prison for 

the period of the District Court's sentence, so that he is 

made to realise the co11seyLH.:nces of persistent crilllinal conduct, 

and then for the proL,1 t ion officer, when the appellant comes 

out of prison, to 11clp hhi to i,:,et a job and to give what help 
and guidance he can tu him aIL<l his pareuts. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 

I. R. THOMPSON 
Chief Justice 

7/2/77. *(Sentence: 3 months' hard labour.) 
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COURT: He has nu1:1crous pr(Jvious convictions. 

MR. DEGOREGORE: I have notL.ing more to say. 

COURT: I should like the prol>ation officer to lac.:iil into 

the causes of this young man's delinquency. On the face 

of the recor<l it appears that there is no appropriate 

attcf!'ia.ilrivc.to •imprisonnen.t but I should flike to know 

more about him before making a decision. 

ORDD\: Adjourned until the 7th February, 1977 at 9.0d a.m. 

for proLation officer's report. 

2/2/77 

I. R. THOMPSOiJ 
Chief Justice 


