
29th January, 1993 

Before: P .lil. Le Cru, , Li.eutel'l.ant Ba.i:!.i.ff, 
and Jurats BOWl and lIe::l:bert 

- v -

lilon.an P au.3. Coy:!.e 

1 COIInlof PIlSlllllllllcm of a controlled drug, contrary 10 Article 6(1)01 Ihe Misuse of Drugs 
(Jemy) 197& (Collnt! of IndlClmenl~ 

1 Counlof driving a motor vehicle wllh alcotlol concentration allOYe prescribed limit, contrary 
10 Arllcle 16A allhe !load TrIIfflc (Jemvllaw, 1956. QllndlClmal1t~ 

AGE: 24. 

PLEA: l3ullly. 

DETAILS OF OFFENCE: 

In possession 0126 tabs ollSD (had oough\30 lhat evening and taiten two). Claimed had bought In bulk 
10 gel better rate. Then drove with 69 mg. alcohol In 100 mL breath, over twice the legal Dmll, 

DETAILS OF MITIGATION: 

No convlclions for drug ollences. Had always been In employment Le!! home and large family to 
come to Jersey. lonely clrrumslances. 

PREVIOUS CONVICTIONS: Four, but none lar drugs. 

CONCLUSIONS: 

COllntl: 12 mOlllhs. Drugs forfeited and destroyed. 
Count 2: £350 or 1 month. 21 months disquaiificatiOll. 

SENTENCE AND OBSERVATIONS OF THE COURT: 



2 -

No reason to depart from frequently stated policy 01 the Court. Defendant must have known likely 
oonsequences. 
Count 1 : conclusions grnnlad. 
Count2: coocIusiOl1s grnnIad save deleult oonCllrrenL Drugs deSirOyed. 

Miss S.C. Hico11e, Crown Advooate. 
Advocate C.J. Sdholaf~ald for the accused. 

~ LXBOTEHAN~ BAXLr.FF: We have taken careful note of the submissions 
of Advocate Scholefield. Nonetheless, we can see no reason to 

from the frequently stated policy of the Court. The amount 
seized was substantial and you, , must have known of the 
likely consequences of this form of abuse. After si~ months you 
are nearly into the category of an habitual user. 

On Count 1, therefore, we accept the conclusions of the 
learned General and you will go to son for 12 months. 

As to Count 2, we propose to vary the conclusions of the 
learned Attorney General to make the proposed term of imprisonment 

On this count, there we impose a sentence of 
£350, or 1 month's imprisonment concurrent, plus 21 months 
disqualification. we order, Miss Nicolle, that the be 
forfeited and destroyed. 

We wish to add it is clear that you are not 
redemption, and we express the hope that your family, 

now alerted to the problem, will be able to 
your efforts to your life when you coroe out of 
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