
ROYAL COURT 

27th Or:tober, 1988 

Befor~: The Deputy Batltff and 

Jurats Coutan<:he and Baker 

• 

Po!J<:e Court Appeal: 

R1cardo Silveno McBnde Dealmtda Governo 

Appeal agamst a total sentence of five 

months and two weeks' tmprtsonment imposed m 

respect of one count each of larceny, forgery 

and fraud, together w1th a breach of a 

bmdmg over order. 

Advocate S.C.K. Pallot for the Crown 

Advocate R.G .s. F1eldmg for the Appellant. 

JUDGMENT 

DEPUTY BAILIFF: Th1s appeal 1s wholly without ment. Ftve months for forgery 

and uttenng 1s a very lement sentence, particularly where the offences are 

aggravated by the theft of the forged mstrument. In th1s Court mne 

months' 1mpnsonment IS regarded as the mtmmum sentence for forgery and 

uttermg, even takmg all mitigation into account mcluding surrender and 

co-operat1on. 
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We make no r:ntiCJsm at all of the Reltef Magistrate for dealmg wJth 

the matter to avo1d th1s Court bemg duttered-up wllh cases, but beanng 1n 

mmd that the Appellant had a prev1ous convlr.tJOn for forgery, the Relief 

.\lag1strate should have used h1s max1mum powers at the least. 

Ar:cordmgly we substitute for the two sentences of ftve months' 

tmprtsonment for forgery and uttenng respectively, sentences of SIX months' 

tmpnsonment. Because we cannot exceed ti"),e Magistrate's max1mum 

powers, the sentences of stx months wtll run concurrently, not only wnh 

each other, but also with the sentenr:es of two weeks and three months 

imposed by the Relief Mag1strate - thus makmg a total of SIX months 

instead of a total of five months. 

And we hope that the warntng will go out loud and clear to potential 

appellants that they are 1n . pert! of longer sentences for worthless appeals 

against lenient sentences. 

Mr. F1elding wtll have h1s legal a1d costs. 
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