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This is an appeal against a sentence of 4-i
years' imprisonment imposed on the appellant by the 
Supreme Court, Suva upon his conviction on a charge of 
receiving stolen property. 

He y;as found at Lautoka in possession of 

video tapes valued at $5,665 identified as the property 
of a video dealer in Suva. 

The appellant has a criminal record of which 

the last conviction involving dishonesty was for larceny 

free. the dock in September 1982. He then received from 

the !:Iagistrate I s Com ... t, Suva a sentence o.f 2 years' 

imprisonment suspended for 3 years together v,i th a fine 

of $350. 



2. 

The Chief Justice while imposing the sentence 

in the present case said -

11 1 am af'raid that a custodial sentence 
is very necessary in this case. There 
have been too many cases of receiving 
around the country. It is quite clear 
and I would be failing in my duty if 
I do not recognise the need for a 
deterrent sentence so that not only the 
accused be dete=ed from future 
criminal activities, but others who 
may be similarly inclined. " 

The appellant has given an account of hardship 
su;ffered by him and his family, particularly by !1is wife 
whO ha.s just given birth to a child. His main ground, 

however, is that the Court in imposing a deterrent sentence 
has punished him for similar offences committed by others. 
We are unable to accept that. From the passage quoted above 
it is clear that the Chief Justice's attent1on had been 

drawn to the prevalence of this offence and the sentence 

was intended to deter "others who may be similarly inclined". 

Under the circumsta.."1.ces we do not consider the 

sentence either excessive or vr.cong in principle. 

'Ne note t.r'.z. t tl::.is offence ·;;as co:mm.i tted, and. the 

sentence imposed, within the period of suspension relati~ 

to the sentence of 2 ye'.:rs '- iEprism.,.m.ent for larceny fron 

t~:e dock. '.i:his natter we.c not brow_;ht to t:rn Cl:ief Justice I s 

attention or t:1e totali ~ .. o:f sentences may ri'ell have been 

higher. 

The ap9eal is dismiosed. 
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