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Bail application, following remand 
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de novo, rather than treating it as 

review of Magistrate's decision. 
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DEPUTY BAILIFF: Both applications are refused. 

I have to stress that we have considered the case of Hillis 

separately from that of Fogg- and we have considered it de novo and 

not as a review of the Magistrate's decision. 

In the case of Fogg there were no grounds whatever - on his own 

admissions in the statements which we have examined he imported into 

this Island two kilos of cannabis resin with intent to supply and did 

supply one kilo to Hillis. That alone, whatever the circumstances 

relating to the LSD may be, will warrant a custodial sentence well in 

excess of the period covered between May when he was arrested and 

October when the trial will take place. Fogg has pleaded guilty to 

possession of one kilo with intent to supply and it is only in the 

rarest of cases that bail will be granted by this Court to a person who 

has pleaded guilty to a very serious offence. 

In the case of Hillis, there was an arguable case. But although 

we have considered the matter de novo we agree with the Magistrate that 

in view of the very serious nature of the offence - where there is 

strong evidence against him and where again the sentence is likely to 

be much in excess of the period of delay, the risk of Hillis 

absconding, with or without his dependants, is too high. This is a 

separate jurisdiction and when people come to this jurisdiction and 

involve themselves with crime they cannot expect to be treated as if 

they had remained in their original jurisdiction. 

Thus both applications are refused both Fogg and Hillis are 

remanded in custody to stand trial at 10.00 a.m. on 22nd October, 1990, 

before the Inferior Number of this Court sitting 'en police 

correctionelle'. 
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