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THE COURT: This could be called the "with-friends-like-
3 that-you-don't-need enemies" case.
i : Apnarently, as a result of an involveﬁent with
5f a long time friend and a desire to maintain that friendship,
€;5 the accused was involved in the possession of aporoximately
: two pounss of hashish for the purvoses of trafficking. I beligve
it would be fairly accurate to ohserve that normally, notwith-
8 standing the accused's antecedents, the lack of a previous
) criminal record of any note and his fairly positive antecedent},
f 10 a jall sentence of anywhere from a year and a half to two
o years would be iﬁvolved for this kind of nossession.
?1u The accused is described hy the Crown as a dupe
ﬁ‘ﬁ of the so-called friend. Both Crown and Defence aqree in this
‘ffi i4 matter: that the so-called friend arrived at Mr. Watchorn's
;m doorstep carrying the druags unknown\to Watchorn. Mr. Watchorn
Zw extended his hospitality to his friend and his drugs. The
,Tiﬂ» drugs ended up beino secreted in a stereo soeakér in Watchorn's
‘Ti'm residence over a veriod of six days. The accused knew the
j7w drugs were nresent. I have no indication before me that this
'i,m accused was involved in any of the other activities related to
ﬂfn traffickina suéh as sellina or dividinag, and cuttine the druo.
Pis involvement as described to me apnpears only to have involved
providing a place for the drugs to lie.
24 I have already commented earlier todav when
25 dealing with a young offender, a seventeen vear old who was
‘::% caucht up in the prospect of quick and easy cash with respect to
vy drugs, the problem that Frobisher Bay has with drugs, and I amlsure
¥ i N.W.T. 5349-80,0284
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I could say the saﬁe thing again to Mr. Watéhorn, and I am
sure I will have the occasion to say it again in the future.
Rut it is a very real oroblem here, and it's something that th
Courts have to address. It is a situation, I think, that

the Court can reflect in its sentenre.

The accused is workina, and from the reference
filed as Fxhibit 1 he certainly isn't a total scoundrel by
any means. It aovears that he made a very significant error
in judament, and as a result of that error has severely
compromised himself, not to mention the apnarent hurt and
embarrassment he has caused his family.‘

The issue is, I suppose, whether or not in
response to that involvement as described to me the Court
should impose a sentence that would be normally imposed
for trafficking in that quantity of drugs, being a very
significant quantity. >Mr. Watchorn and others are going to
have to clearly un-ferstand that when it comes to drugs it
must be 'hands off'. People must understand that there is a
hidden price to pay for foolino around with those substances,
and that may verv well take the alitter off the apbwarent
gold that a lot of veople think is available from sellina and
possessinag druas.

I accept in substantial mitiqétion the fact +h
he has pleaded guiltv at the first oppnortunitv. That he has
cooperated with the Police I think to a small degree substan-
tiates the position of Defence and Crown that he was the

unwilling duve in this matter. On the other hand, I have to
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be concerned aboﬁt general deterrence, ana,as I have already
said, druas are such a oroblem in Frobisher Bay. I think
the Court would be failing in its duty if anyone waé left
4 with the impression that thev can be involved directly or
5 indirectly with drugs and not be exposed to severe consequendes.
6 The thrust of all Court decisions with drugs has}xgn to this effect.
7 The féct that he has no previous criminal record doesn't assijst
i g him that much. I believeit's been said in other Courts that
) the very fact that people don't have a criminal record is an
10 indﬁcement for their involvement in the drﬁg trade, because
1 they are the last people one would think of as being
12 involved in the drug trade.
13 Stand up, please, Mr. Watchorn. Taking into accouft
_I 14 what has been said on your behalf, the factors that I have
15 ~already mentioned, I am going to sentence you to ninety
16 days imprisonment. I am going to direct that you be
17 imprisdned from this time until Monday morning at seven a.m. |
18 and that is the 20th of May, and thereafter each Friday at
19 seven p.m. until each Monday at seven a.m. until you have
20 served eighty-four days in total. The final day of your
21 sentence is to be served on the 2lst of December, 1985 at
2 seven a.m. until seven p.m. the following day.
23 During thevperiod while you zre released, vou are
24 going to be subject to a probation order: to keep the peacd
25 and he of good behaviour. You are not to consume or
26 possess any kind of ncn-prescription drugs or medication.
2 You are to report’ to probation services when and if required,
N.W.T. 5349.80/0284
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:MR. SHARKEY: Sir, I should point out, and this has been brought |~

I hope you will exercise better judgment in choosing your

friends, Mr. Watchorn.

to my attention before, that in your disposition when you say
shall serve eighty~four days, and you have given the times,
that he will serve those days--the correctional authorities
will normally remove one-third automatically for--I know
you're‘aware of that, but despite your dirgction, it may be
that he won't serve actually eighty-four days.

THE COURT: Oh, well, I understand that. Whath am trving to
do, Mr. Sharkey and Mr. Bovard, so you both mx%rstayiis this:
can't place him on probation after an intermittent sentence.
I want him on probation for a period of time, and by having
him serve his last day of imprisonment on the 21lst of Decembdr
1985, I am, in effect, putting him on probation for six montHs

MR. SHARKEY: Sir, that's an innovative and good idea. I under-
stand that. I was just curious about the earlier part.

THE CJURT: Well, then, I will direct that his first period of
days be served until Monday. Perhaps, just repeating myself,
thereafter he is to serve his time in custody on each weekend
until there is one day remaining. That one day is to be
served on the 2lst of December, 1985. Do you understand that;
Mr. Bovard?

MR. BOVARD: Yes, I understand, Your Honour.

THE COURT: Then, of course, he is subject to the prchation
order in the interim.

MR. BOVARD: Yes, Your Honour. fThank you.
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Certified a correct transcript,
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