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McPHERSON JA:

Yes, Miss Cornwell, that statement by Mr Copley

on behalf of the prosecution - or the Crown - seems to me to
be accurate.

The likely range of sentence in this case was

three to five years.

You got three and a half and you did two

armed robberies, or attempts in the second one.

1

And you have

1
not really got a prospect of getting the sentence reduced on
appeal.

In those circumstances, we ordinarily would not give

you an extension of time within which to appeal but if you
have anything else to tell us, let us know now.
10
PRISONER:

My mind's gone blank, your Honour, I'm sorry.

McPHERSON JA:

Yes well I am sure it is very stressful.

But

to be quite frank, I do not think you have got a prospect of
getting the sentence reduced.

I would recommend that you try

20

it as hard as you can to carry out what you are required to do
in prison.

No doubt get the benefit of parole at some time.

Having heard the applicant and counsel for the respondent in
this matter, I am not satisfied that the sentence imposed in

30

this case is pitched at such a level that a Court of Appeal,
confronted by an application for leave to appeal against
sentence, would interfere with it at all.

I am satisfied that

it is not an instance of an excessive penalty being imposed,
but rather one that follows the ordinary course in cases of

40

this kind, regrettable as they are.

In the circumstances, I would refuse the application to extend
the time within which to apply for leave to appeal against
50

sentence.

CHESTERMAN J:

MULLINS J:

I agree.

I agree.
2
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McPHERSON JA:

That is the order of the Court.

----10

20

30

40

50

3

60

