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frequent revisiting of how to deal legislatively with the purposes of a sentence by law
reform bodies and some legal analysis of appellate guidance on the purposes of sentence,
little attention has been given to judges’ reliance on the purposes of sentence in their
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sexual abuse, and children’s suggestibility and reliability as witnesses. From these
responses, the prevalence of misconceptions about child sexual abuse among a large
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what they do not know, and topics about which they are unsure and require guidance.
More than half of the jurors did not know or were uncertain of three issues central to child
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This review provides an analysis of a range of substantive, evidentiary and sentencing
developments in New Zealand criminal law. Included in this review is discussion of
planned reforms in the area of homicide prosecutions, which provide a valuable
rationalisation of current laws governing intimate partners who kill their abusers; and case
law developments surrounding “wilful blindness” – apposite to assessing mens rea in
serious drugs offending. The principle of concurrence (suggesting a re-evaluation of the
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