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"AS  MANIFESTLM  INAPEQUATE LeNGTHS OF NoN ~FAROLE inzwsj WAS THe INTENTION OF LowER

4 39
NON=-PAROLE PERIODS Du¢ TO  ABoiiTioN OF REMIGSIONS [593 TM/S IS SUFGRIED
w Morewy 2002 (Lol ane T2.0) 5 paracrary 4.
,/(/

’}szveﬁy, THE CR@WN ACKNOWLE PG EP THAT THe STANPARD FoR THE MOST

_ SERIOUS CRIMES QOF MURPER HAS INCREASED SINCL/',/??[/; TM/‘?T CONCESSION

cony M
CONFORHMS F=RF  WI(TH MY IMPRESSION,

It 15 Rerevant to note v Inee 1999 C50. l) paragrarn 493
,“ The AVERAGE PERIOD SERVER B FRISONERS SENTENCEP TO LIFE IN goum
Avstraup wAS GIven As 13 YEARS S MONTHS |MPRISONHENT .

SuC‘H AN AVERAGE TERM OF INCARLERATION IN Sovti /7‘u,>'r/€m//;' FOR _LIFERS IN THE
EARLY /‘7‘?075, 5 consistent wirh My 2002 Juogrient L 14,1 or 22 "4 venrs
NON=PAROLE PERIOD, THEN CALCULATION OF 1992 remissions SYSTEH, MEANT THAT
AFTER APPROXIMATELY / 5 YEARS T WAS ENTITLEDP To AUTOMATIC FAROLE ¢ R(Z/‘)/ZP&N%
1994 /%5 senrence For MurpeR oF APPRoXimATEL L1 vesrs NON-PARQLE perion,
THEN CALCuLATION OF | 993 REMISSIONS SYSTEH, MEANT THAT AFTER  APPROXIMATELY
14 vears  Reprpon  was entirwp to AUToMATIC PARALE (w 2013), (124 anp 1391

THere nemams A veRy SimPLE NET FUNDAMENTALLY SIGNIEICANT GUESTION TWAT ANY
COMMON  PERSON WouLp UNDERSTAND, BEING ,‘WH/IT/s; THE REASON AND PURPOSE OF
Section 56, or e Crumar Law (Sentencine) Aer 1988, 5. 4. iF The Governrtent
(oﬂgﬁﬂ?’h\/@ UNDER Cugerer IL oF THE C0N9 T1TUTION E3.,j)7, 15 _ABLE TO NOT ONLY
DISREGARD THAT SPECIFIC ﬁmmgmavr,(f 95‘,,7)7 pur Acso FAIL 10 compey with

- ) ; ( ’ 3
CoNSr/ TUT IONAL COMPLIANCE REQUIREMENTS RELATING To ANY  INTERESTED FARTY

o« ” )
seering o VARY ( INCLUPING — EXTEND /) A LFERS NoN-PAROLE PERIOP (0R IN fACT

| A9,

ANy SENTENCED PRISONERs NON-FAROLE /?EE/OVL wiich 1s CLEARLY oescrisep in THE
Sewrencing Aer (f ’+5§, '55;) L/O,; ?2,7 43, anp Lflf;])’o?

\/\/I'IERG’ IN F/f&/” AN)  REAL EFFECT) THE L/FE/?.; EFFECTIVE NON-FAROLE Pfﬁ/&z?, HAS
BEEN pHINISTRATIVELY EXTENDED =mz70r INCREASED 8Y Any GoverNmentT

/Nsr/?(/MENT/IL/TY? ANDp THE EXTENPEDP NPP 15 ZVOT szzmlvw AND _1MPOSED

gy any Comperent Coulzrj sirng 45 A Crimmae Law Sentencing Coulz'r7
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14 N
ren such AN Aprunistrarive wcrease (“exrenpep” [ 38,0 NPF‘)7 IS ILLEGALLY

or)zr/;ww/ﬁcma/w BY THE éav,erz/mz/vr AS (T FLIPFANTLY DISREGARDS DPUE PROCESS

FEATURES OF THE Senrtencing /1’CT7 ANP N DOING 90 ALSO FAILS To COMPLY WITH THE
CoNs‘ﬂﬂ/‘noNAL ﬁUTHoR/T‘/ AND JURISDICTION, AS CLEARLN EXPRESSED IN LE@/SLﬂT/ON

)
(C ?5,‘3), o e Sentencing. Courr wiich 15 1hg onwy. Comperenr Autnorirt o maxe

i i i
ANY SUCH \/A/?/.’)'/'MJA{//\/CRMSE ra THE NFFP ( 2 355;]), Titg Governeent cANT spow ANY

QUALIFIED DOCUMENT EVIDENCE PROVING THEIR compLianeg wirit (ovar JupGHENT OF ANY

‘ j -
LIFER ( Prisoner A. rure, weevmme n5)5 WHERE. SUCH JusGHENT wWAS |z Lverep AFTER
[-8-1944, BUT MANDATES operarionAc ereect oF (Fore éMHF’LE(E 80, ANp 7 7.-:1)M~/ 2002

¢ . o Vi 4 9 _
UZ/DQMENT)7_ 1992 SENTENCING STANPARDS  OF REMISSIONS CALCULATION AND — AUTOMATIC

J )
FAROLE 4 BECAUSE Tlie ,Gové/?/v’MgNr HAS NOT ONLM REFUSED TO COMPLY WITH THE OFERATIONAL

. (s )
eprecT oF ArPLICATION 0F 1992 senencing stanparps (‘Rerissions CALCULATION ANp

4 , ?
“wroraric F/?RO'LE’)? TOWARPS THE IDENTIFIED NPP 0F 12 73 YerRS (L' 77, awp 80.7),

IT CONTINUES To REFUSE To comPLy wiTH Secrion 56, or e Sewrencing Aer ( L 45;.7)7
Bewe THAT The Srate Governnent (orerative unver Cuarrer IL Avmioriry £3.7), MUST
encorce THE sentence wiich ONLY rue Sentencine Covar 1s Consrirurionacly

AU‘THOR 1SEP TO IMPOSE, NOT DEVIATE FROM Cawz:r IMPOSED NPP ,(//«/CLW/NQ CHANGING. LE@ISL-[?TION

3
OR EEFECT THEREQE WHICH OPERATIONALLY ATTEMPTS To INCREASE /VP% AND MUST NOT SUBSTITUTE
o ¢ ) . ; .
Covarb imposep senrence anp senrencing Stanparos wirh Goveanrents own VERSION of

¢ 9 5
WHAT SENTENCING STANPARDS THE GOVERNMENT REGARDS AS RELEVANT,

(
130, Where e Courr mposep 1992 sentencing STANDARDS MUST BE APPLIED TO MY

- ) \ ;
2002 Jvoement (E 77. anp 80, ])7 e Cover coneues with Secrion . oF mhe

Sentencing Aer L37, ]7 which was NOT JUST For MY BeNeFIT AS The e FeNpIT,

) ) s 2
\T WAS ALSO INFORMING THE Stare Government oF tiie GoveRNMENTS — OBUGATIONS

u ) ; .
AND MY EXPECTATIONS ,,(L 37, J) APPLICABLE TO THE OPERATION OF Sentencine

)

Lé(at%LAT/ON < {srﬂWﬂRDsjjj WHICH T HAVE AN ABSOLUTE AND ACCRUEP RIGHT TO R&‘E/Ve’j
INCLUDING 1we version o CongecTiona Services Aer operarianae i “1992" 80,
74,75, 79, 80. aw 773, L30T

EYY WZ7 1he Corvecrionpe Services Aet was A sioneicant FEATURE or the

OPERATIONAL SENTENCING STANPARPS IN g()l//’H A("/STR/}LI.Q}, ESPECIALLY  FOR




~ 7L,' 7a .

Lirers Becasse oF wo ConstiruTionaily ENFORCEABLE /2/6/77'57,, WHICH NOT ONCY

WERE REQUIRED TO BE ACKNOWLEDEEDP BY THE ,§f~7efvz;/~6 C(Juﬁ) AND _AccePiep BY
e Senrencing Covrt as vavine Courr ENFORCEABLE operATIONAL EFFECT(U‘M
LENGTH OF TIME A LIFER wAS TO REMAIN m/c’/}/x’célmrﬁ),,,Tow/;/?zzs HMIN(HUM TERM OF
INCARCERATION AND  HMAXIMUM TERM OF INCARCERATION, BUT ALSO secavse ™
rewioecen an OFERAT IONAL ATIAC MMENT serveen the Senrencing Covrfs
mposer Senvence (per ss. 9 o 56, or e Senremcine Aer [ 37, mo #.3),

anp e OBLIGATION o the Government wite ENFORCING the Cover inPosep

SENTENCE (,OJ’E/?/)HN@ onver Cugprer JL Avrworiry L3.] ) CoVeRNMENT OF TH 1747)7

’31:

v § ) £

ro OPERATIONALLY. APPLY *remssions systert ano ‘Avtomatic pRoLe’
<Fv§/ifU/?ES Fron Correcrionar Services Aer L 124,,125., 126., 127, ANy ,/‘28‘.])7

TO THE NON-FPAROLE PERIOP Fixep By THe COMPETENT Cuu/2T7 rhe Criunae LAV

senrencing Covrr, [36.1

—_

¢
liis MeANT THAT BOTH THE — REMISSIONS svsrm’ AND 1T Cousr;ruT/ON%Lcy

4
REQUIRED OPERATIONAL EFFECT, AND “AUTOMATIC /M/ZOLE? AN TS

OPERATIONAL

CoNSTITUTIONALLY REQURED SEERATREm EFFECT,

Services Act (wiicn was orerarionac v 1992), were orerAnonALy APPLICARLG

rrom. e Coprectionir

unper PrRoteCTION 0F 55. 9. Anp b6, or e Crirmac {aw Sevtencine Act (L 37, an

] H‘.’ij); avp Cuperer L oF tHe CoNSTITUTION <Jup/cr.4/?‘/,,[ 3,]), WHICH MEANS

133.

(

BOTH REMISSIONS SYSTEM CALCULATION TOWARDS MINiMUM TERM OF /NcARceR.Ar/ON7

(me,, ‘ A/oN:PAROLE,,FmZ/OP% AND !ﬁ(/TOH/"T/C PAROLE TOWARD MAXIMUM TeRM OF
b . 3

wearcernian” (4 (PE FACTO) HEAD SENTENCE w ReAL EFFECT), WERE N

FACT ACTUAL COMPONENTS OF THE SENTENCE VeTERMINED AND |MPOSED BY THE

SenTENCING Coulzr7 ANy tHeREFore MUST ge operationdacty ENFORCED sy

e Srare Governwenr. [45.], , :

r 74 i
[OR LIFERS LIKE HE ( /?RIS'ONER A ;"\/Fe’)j INCLUDING LIFERS SENTENCE]D <I?EGARDLE§S

OF WHEN (L'b ny 2002 Juperent L 74., 80, Anp 77, _7)), ON THE PROVISO AND.

‘o o - . 4 - 4 ‘
BASIS THAT THEY ARE ELIGIBLE FOR Remissions” [ B3, _77 AND ALl PRISONERS WHO

ARE ELIGIBLE FOR REMISSIONS WillL BE TAKEN 7O HAVE THEIR TERM OF IMFRISONMENT

[HEAD SENTENCE For vicerd anp NoN-FAROLE Feriop (iF ANY), RebucED BY THE



134,

135,

43,
MAXIMUH NUMBER OF PANS OF REMISSION THEY COULD HAVE [EARNED HAD REHISSIONS
NOT ISEEN,,AB()LISHEP,,)7(E 53,_7)7 T _MEANT THAT OUR NON—FAROLE PERIOV perei?mr\/gy
By The SkNTENCING wa?'f AN IMPOSED UPON US [(BY THE SAME Cawzr (1255/7557/‘/(2/'\/)7

el &
cARRIED wiTH 1T THE EFFECTIVE WEIGHT of A /‘/E/}P*SENTENCE}, PE To THE

" DPERATIONAL APPLICATION AND REAL EFFECT oF THE ‘Automsaric Paroce’ FEATURE

of Correcrionae Services Aer (AI: [2%., 125, 126, 127, ANp ,/2{?;.‘9, DIRECTLY
ASSOCIATED WITH ANY AN) ALL {Rzmsf/a/x/s’, CREDITEP TO VS, AND WHICH couy
nave seen earner gy os (C137. ano 53.0)e  Tne EFFECT o ‘wriomnc
P/)Rou;7 FOR LIFERS, LIKE HE ( {/9/?/510/»/5/2 4,77' ‘/PE)7 SOURCED #ron Correcriondt
Services her as opermionAL Senrencing Stanearps COMF()/V,EA/T, ENFORCEARLE
As /W{Acc‘/ww Rigur / with Agsowwre Constirurionae ENTIT ZE/’/E/V‘G UNDER
Secrion S6. [45.7 o 14g Senrencing Acg [RRESPECTIVE OF WHEN sucu
PATE OCCURS, MUST s ApHerep 70 anp COMPLIED WiTH BN THE STATE (CoweRNHENT
as 10 Governpens ENFORCES tHe Covnr imroser seNm\/a:( svet a5 Ming L74J),

CENE/Z/}LL‘/,’ THe {HEA/?'SENTENCé’ FOR A CAPITAL CRIME IN 50(/7}; Ausf/z/iu/}, 15
WHEN THE FRISONER D/g‘;) HENCE THe TERM (L/Fej, /’/owél/é/?; WHEN /gﬂ/?L/ﬂMéN‘T
Legisiarer w 1He l/f(/TOM/%T/c paroce FEATURE oF Correcrionde Services Aer
('E)l’f,, 125.y 126y 127, ano IZQJ)? IN.THE pID /780757 THE PREVIOUS GFFECT OF
(LIFE IN /’R/S’ON’ (UNPEﬂ THE Fms&Ns’ /7’07' ) RE @QVE/?NU/z,% /7 L[;’/is‘U/Zé)j WAS
NULLIELED BECAUSE FRoM THAT FOINT oNWARDS THE LiFeR HAS AN ACCRUED RiGHT,
10 BE RELEASED FIZH PRISON 0Nfﬁ/20457 ON A SPECIFIC 9.4757 ANp  FURTHER To
THE Ac(;RuEp RIGHT ©F THE (IFER TO RECEIVE THEIR {AUTOM/JTJ(; FhAfoLE 77 (7T WAS
ALSO 4 Constirvrions OBUGATION on rHe Stare Lovmmere. Governmens
ro ENFORCE sucn Accries rigur of (A(/ﬂ?/%‘f/c’ f’ﬁ/b/,ej, Osviovstv tHere
WERE ADPHINISTRAT IVE ELEMENTS To AVTOMATIC r’.',/%/wLe’), SUCH A5 ,{4/’/7/@%0

y j
APPRESS 5 (L,/FER AGREES TO COoNPITIONS ) BuT THE eNTITLEMENT WAS AVAILABLE

ro THE L/PEﬂs, AND THE éuve;ZNMgNr HAD NO J;mswm(w 70 REFUSE TO GRANT IT,

( e j , :
By sepcune ‘avromaric proe FEATURE (fron Correcrionst Services
/ _ ]
ﬁur% reus “remssions’ FEATURE (rron Correctiona Seruces ﬂcr),, 0 ANY
. - ( ]
SENTENCE IHMPOSED (5'1,7% SENTENCIN@ (,0w2r)7 UPON ANY. leSONeE /7’ TYFE LIFEI?I



#9,
RRESPECTIVE OF WHEN sycn sentence 15 Dererminep ano Decverep ( L74, J)j AND
IRRESPECTIVE OF THE QPERATIONAL SENTENCING STANPARDS ( Senrencing ,407'7,

,Carz;z ECTIONAL Seérvices ﬁcr AND LENLTHS OF NON-PAROLE ,,Pé/ZIOPS) IN_EFFECT AT THE

7
TIME OF sAlp DeLIVERED AND IMFPOSED SENTENCE ( C 74/,) 79. anp 0. J);, sucH AS

wird wy 2002 Joogrent (L7475, 78, 0. anp 77.3), IN COMPLIANCE

WITH Secrion 56, oF The Senrencing Act (595,3)7 WHICH INC ORPORATES

( ¢ y L | .
ReMiSsion. s1STEM AND. AutorATEC FAROLE s ACTIVE COMPONENTS oF an

IMPOSED. SENTENCE, AND - THEREFORE SIGNIFICANT FEATURES vr the Jeterminep Awe
IMPOSED s«fNré/»!w” e Stire  GoverRnment nas no CoNSTiTUTIONAL Auruorita or
I/’RISPIC'TIOI\/ (wmwf OPERATING (NPER. C/MF/’E/Z _7[ //WW/R/M Eij) G cvgRNMENT OF

_ P - i / j
rhe oay), 1o NOT ENFORCE e Cover mrosen senrence on Any suen [risonee A, ‘rie

LIFER

‘ D
36, For auy Trsoner A ryee cieee (incpms e anp G, Repsgon (/mov«’, 95561&:&@7

WHO 1S SENTENCEP TO SENTENCING STANPARDS WHIC/%E)(/S/’EP)

IMMEDIATELY PRIOR TO COMMENCEMENT OF [ RUTH IN SENTENCING LAWS N South

Aosrepein w1999 (1-3-199 C46.3), 15 STILL ENTITLED TOPAY (20,5—)7 o

THE FULL OPERATIONAL EFFECT OF THOSE SAME SeNTENCING. STANPARPS wiTH  ReGARP

AND THEREF ORE OFER AT, /0/W1'L7

T0 AND REAL EFFECT /'ow,qﬁpg-‘?, WiTH PROTECTION FROHI ANP ABSOLUTE (EGAL /Zlcyur
To B RECEIVEP UNPER Tve Austratian Consrirvrion ([__ [, anp 3. _7)7 THE [REMI%IONs
SYSTEM cxu.ccu/lrzoxv’([!%,) 137, AND 53,])7 AND {/wmmm/c PAROLE CALCULATION AND
EFFECTIVE GUENT' ( BEING THE ACTUAL DATE OF RELEASE ON /’74/2046), :

31, My 2002 Jusemenr RE-ESTABLISHED My entitiement To MANDATORY
OPERATIONAL EFFECT OF “ 9927 senrencine smmorrns (C M.y 751, 80. 4o 17. 3)7
AND SPECIFIC woRnNG THEREIN Also RE = ENFORCES  the Constirurionaicy

Comperent Huornoriry ane Jorisorcvion of At Sentencive Covrr (L 74,1)7

Tererore, wen Tng Covrr Derermwep mt Josorent w 2002 (L 7‘/,,])7 ANp.

J

IMPOSED THAT SPECIFIC SENTENCE VPon Me, THAT Comperent Covrr [euverep irs

_ / a9
JupGrent KNowiNG AND exrecTING THAr FULL OFERATIONAL EFFECT o /‘7"72,) )

SENTENCING STANPARDS WOULP BE ENFORCED AGAINST HE B THE Srare ép(g/ZNMé/\/T

(woer Cuprrern LL3,7 é}ovgﬁwe’/\/r) anp THEREFORE woucp INCLUDE 4s the

/



ENFORCEABLE SeNTENCe, THE SIGNIFICANT FEATURE as an HCTIVE
- COMPONENT ruere, opernrions eecr o rarissions Sftg'remj( THeN APPLY FULL.
crepir L1377, anp 53.])? anp e SIGNIFICANT  FEATURE a5 an ACTINE COMPONENT
mazgwi KOPEKAHONAL EFFECT OF AUTOMATIC PAROLE 7 (wmcH WAS IN FACT AND REAL EFFECT
o (VEEACTO) HED SENTENCE)s  Tupr Cover (T 74.3), kwew w2002 THiT THOSE
o signipicinT Fearures were ACTIVE COMPONENTS of imposep sentences In
/‘?‘?27 ap THAT Secrion 12, or mhe Sentencine Aer (rerearer gy [ %.3)7 STILL
APE‘L/ZP} AND  REMISSIONS AFPLICATION STILL M/’ue’ﬁ? AND AUTOHATIC [AROLE STILL.
A, HW/Z/ON%)LL‘/7 bt Cover ano 7He Crgun rape NO ATEHPT AT ALL 10
TRY To Voip THE OPERATLONAL EFFECT OF AN OF Those THREE ACTIvE CoMP ONeNTS,
S,;c rnoN 12 5 /26/4/9510/\)?7 AVTOMATIC PAROLE  FROM M1 IMPOSEP SENTENCE PURING
DeLivery e THAT 1MP0SED SenTeNcE ;o % Covrr Heprine (['38..3) SINCE THAT
2002 Juserent (€ ‘7#.])7 AN even iF THE Crown HAP TRIED To seei sucH
voiowe (L38.3), i wourp uave FAILED.

138, /’HE REASON THE C/?mwv wouLp  HAVE r«AméP? IN AN ATTEMPT To VOID THE
OPERATIONAL EFFecT OF Secrion 12, REMISSIONS § ATOHATIC PAROE, Faom e 002
Juserent 15 vescriBep ABNE , BEING “Tiis Covrr musy APPLY THE SENTENCING.
STANDARPS APFLICABLE IN /9(‘72,77,[30,]) AN FURTHER QUALIEIED WITH “/F THE CURRENT

—

STANDARDS /)PFL/E/?7

wien tiar Cover FORMALLY DIRECTED anp INSTRUCTED irsece THAT s Couvrt

D) ¢ 7
MUST e ,(E ZO,J)7 IT_VOI0gp AND NYLLIFIED ALL OTHER —SENTENCING STANPARDS  OTHER

1
THE NoN-PAROLE PERICH wouip BE LoneerR, 'L 78,7, /’Mmg/mme)

v -
rhan e 1992 sentencig sTNpARDS 0PeRATIONAL i Seuth AusTRALIA In 11974
FROM EVEN BEIN@ RELEVANT, ng:zeWR@ ant Cougr cutuence 84 tHe Crown (E%J)?

NOT ONLY COVULp NOT SUCCEE) WITHIN Srare JureiAL Bovwpries (Eémé e Fuic CWKT)).

Becavse The Fuce Cover map ALREADY MARE ITS POSITION ON THE MATIER AT BAR VERY

WHICH wouLp

ceear (L30, ])7 ceaving g Crowd with onet # thgn Cor CHALLENGE,

{ -
ALSo NOT SUCCEED FOR THE SAME REASON ) PEING — The (/auzzr CLEARLY INFQRHED (TSELE

or 1He ONLY sentencing sTANDARDS (T WAS PERMITIED TOAFFL‘17(£ 20,:’),,/')'\19 THE EULLY
expiamey REASONS wirmn spp Juoerent v 2002 (L 74. ])) HADE THAT JupGHENT

( )
LEGALLY SouNp



] 7 7 -5
139, e Crown s extecten 10 arove thar i 1 2002 Japerent [7‘1‘.37 rhe Courts
STIAUTION e HUST APPLY senenciNg sTakoakas APPLICARE i 992 (C 80,3)7 WAS ONCY
A REFERENCE TO (LENGTH OF NON-PhROLE FE PERIOD 7) BEING ‘,( 2272 \/éﬁfzs‘777 AND WAS IN No
WAY A REFERENCE 10 (cmcumno/v 0F Rerissions 1o 22V YEARS, WiTH EFFECT BEING
(A/—’P/?oxmﬁrzm)? 15" NEhRs 5 AT WHICH FONT AUTOMATIC PARGLE ENTITLEHENT WoUL) BE EFFECTH
INTO ACTION )4 T/ﬂf Crown wouip Be WRoNG IN THEIR A’ﬂ@c’nem’?’ AND FLAWEP IN THEIR
REASONING | BECAUSE eveN. in 1992 1 covp Have BEEN iMPas@witH A A0 VA year Now-
PARoe PeriOp, BUT thar woveo cagey wirk i1 acknowispeerent a1 Thar (1992)
SENTENCING \Tv%e?, AND _CONSIDERATION B THAT shriE SENTENCING Iuwe] ANp
THEREFORE ALSo THE CALCOLATEABLE ALLOWANCE B THAT SAME SENTENCING JT’/%Z, B
OF THe ( REFEALED §EC'/’I<7N 12. o The C/zmum Lmv (SENTéN&INé) /fci} [ 7887 Souri
ﬁusﬂzAL/A)? OFERATIONAL  EFFECT OF Bo-m,{Remss'/wS FOR G oo? EEHAVWUR) ANp (/Momﬁﬂo N
PARoce (ﬁs‘ A (pefﬁcw) HEAD~ s‘EWENcé) 7) RESULTING IN A SPECIFIC RELEASE DATE ON
PRoe FER Remissions AND  CoNSTITUTIONAL ENTITLEHENT TO PAROLE RE-EASE (Auronﬁ)r/c
/’,/)/eow)). A THEREFORE wor sust Aounistearive erements or toe Comeecrione
Services Her /7‘?27 WHILST ENFORCING IMPOSED SENTENCES FROM THE DENTENCING
Coum,} BUT Aerve Components ano Kev Fearres o te Crimunae Law

—_

Sentgnce imposzd 8y THir Sentencine Juogee | AT MEANS 1har i 2000
THE Cawzr L74.7 {ACKNm\/Lé%EP’, '[60N$/PE/Z€[) F7 AND '(CALCUL/JTW ,4LLOWANCE7 FOR
1hose same Berive Conponents As Kev Fearores oF m 2002 imrosep senrencé
(L74. anp 6’0._7)7 AND CONSISTENT wiTH REFEAED SecTion |1, oF The Senrewcine
Acr ( OPERATIONAL IN /‘f‘/Z); [36,7

o, Wheee G, Reacpon was sewrences w1995 as a Frisouer K’,ryfg, mp

THEREFORE DENIED OPERATIONAL EFFECT OF SEC,TIL?N /2 OF THE ,CIZ/M/NAL,LA»v’

(Sm’rmc/lv@) /]c-r) 19337 Sovth Ausrrauid (REFE,/%LW gy L46. _7)7 ANp _ REMISSIO NS

cALCULﬁr/ON,,C/NaLup/N@ L1137 anp ,53.3)7 AND_AUTOMATIC PAROLE 4 AS ACTIVE
COMPONENTS of tis imposer sentences (Event A, anp Evenr B,,)} HE SHOULD HAVE

ALREADY BEEN RervRNED 1o THE Senrencing Couar, By The Governrens (rie C/eaw/v),

]
so THAT 1993 senteENCING STANPARDS CAN BE OPERATIONALLY AWARDED 10 H/r17 CONSIDERING

e s Consriturionawy enrrep 4s oF Kot v (4w [ see PARAGRAPHS | 5,77 138 anp



141,

2,

52,

139. /szj, TO THE FULL BENEFIT OF [Sacno:v /277 (REMISSIU,NS7 AND (AUTOM/WIC R91?0L4277
THEREBY APPLYING THE FPROPER SENTENCING 9m/w7/912957 WHICH MUST ORERATIONALLY RESULT
. Reagion. semiee 1Reares as Trisonen N vee T pasacasrn 136, w10, Anp NO LoNeER
A [/’mswaz B.rvee (wiich 4s a7 Sepremser 1015 He is sTILL TREATED A5 6Y THE Staté
GovglzNMENT )., B

Ae ABOVE DESCRIBED, REGARPING A S‘ENTENC)NG /mm By ,/25/4/2,1701« ) ABAINST THE 1995
SENTENCING STANPARDS WHICH WERE iMPOSep UFON HIM BY THE SenTENCING Covars (Fa/z
Evenr A. ao Evenr B.) L see earacrarns 110, 1L 112 13 anp 11T, /Bw]? THE
CROWN Witk ATEMPT To APPLY (cu/?/zgm ﬂf"PEﬂL sm/v;}/}/’\'z?s’ 7o THEIR ATIEMPT To
THNART REARV()Né SALD (SENfE/L’CINQ STANPARDS /7;/9171:%2, ﬁg CRow/\/ WLl
nreve Tuar 2012 Sentencing  Lecisiation crancep o South AustrAuia,
rHereArrer eving THe CRown (mgﬁr OF cﬁoss—MFEﬁL?(EéL])?, IF A DEFENPANT
Arpener their Coprr imposep sentence, L[ 60, anp 61, ]
Suct an Breurent 8y rie Crown uas AssoLurery NO MERIT, For A coulte

REASONS 6 ; ,
Soil, INCLUPING — OFPERATIONAL APPLICATION OF THE ﬁeﬁSONrN@ iN MY 2002

JupeHent [,7‘1‘{.77 o Rearoons Apreac now (l.'80,7 7%, AnND 77,], AND FROM
Murewy 72,1 Te Court 15 REQUIRED To APPLY THE STANDARDS APPLICABLE AT
THE TIME THE CRIMES WERE COMMITIED, ’7)’ INSTRUCTS e Senvencing Covet (Now),
ranis 1o e Courts existive MANPATORY DIRECTION ([ 5)70..7), THAT 1T MUST
consiper Rearoon’s Apeeacs 4s iF ir were coveey N (993 (/—)5 FAR AS RELEVANT
Lecisuarion For An Apresr CourT To Recewe such AN APPEAL, ANp THEREFORE MUST

RECEIVE SUCH Am/m FNOWING ruar i1 c AT inCREASE Rearoon’: existing NrPé

secause v 1993 ir oup wor tmve Lecisiarive perrmssion (C60. anp 61.3) 10 00 sa)

¢
THAT THERE wouLp NOT BE ANY REQUIREMENT FOR REA/?PONS SENTENC/N@(STANM/?PS) ﬁ/’réﬁl,
£ e Government ( C/Zow,v); HAD ALREADY CORRECTED THE EF/Z()NEUU: SENTENCES | MPOSED

¢
veon Reaeoon in 1995 (umoer Trur v Senrencinig stanmros L46. 7}, AND THIS IS NOT

AN ﬁf,’PEAL For A (REDUETION IN SENTENCES DUE TO BEING MANIFESTLY ExcésS/\/g7 IT is
10 tve APPLIED rre corvect sentencing stanptids (operarionas in 1993) That 8Y
THEIR OPER ATIONAL EFEECT WOULD HAVE RESULTED IN A SIGNIFICANTLY SHORTER _FeRiop

, , )
OF INCARCERAT(ON (NFF)) AFTER WHICH AUTOMATIC FAROLE WAS /@EARMNS



