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IN THE COURT OF PLALFOR Ty

T HORTHWEST TERRITORIES ¥

The Honourable Mr. Justice Clement
The Honourable Mr. Justice Prowse
The Honourable Mr. Justice Moir

_HER WAJESTY THE

Respondent,

- and

PETER O ‘:"AYU:'". K,

Appellant.

JUDGHENT OF THE COURT

BY THE HORDUFLABLE MR, JUSTICE Rt

{ Oveyvak pled guiliy to a charge of uttering a foryad

He was sentenced by Tallis, J. fo imprisonoent for a tevn

iess one cay, and a probation order for tio years to take efiect

aua wos crawn by Keen Incusiries pe
6 of the appellant.  Cveyuek syiored the premises of a mytus
zoe that had been et thers by Reben, opened it end on

cheaue he stole it. He then ferezd the rewe of Roben by way of




dorsement and cashed it at a local store in Inuvik. The sppeliant is 29
ars of age and has a record of related offences extending back to 1966.

re has been no restitution.

The appeal book discicsed that in sentencing, Tallis, J. gave full
detailed consideration to all of the circumstances and took into account

operly the applicable principles of sentencing. Ve are all of the opinioﬁ

The i osition of the procaLuon order Tor two years was inte qded in

riherance of rehabilitaticn in re pect to a]c-hoT. 1t was not -arawn to the

=

tention of the learned Trial Ju ot 'Lhat wh n Cv yuak comes t0 be releazsed by

e Furole Aet he will be vnidev mancatory supcrvision for the full

is provides rore rigérous supervision
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eater incenitive to renabilitation. In all

- the cizcumsL nces discloced in the argument we ¢o not think that a probation

der would accomplish more then mandatory supervision, and we accordingly dis-

voe the probation order. In oiher respects the appeal is ¢ismissed.

there is no ground for disturbing'ihe term of imprisonment which he imposed.
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