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The Applicant makes an pplication for bail pendi ng trial . 

He was charged on the 27th of April 2008 with the murder of 

Sarojini Lata Singh . He is a so charged on one count of robbery 

and one count of robbery w th violence . Counsel appl ies for 

bail on the grounds that t e Applicant is not a flight risk, 

that the seriousness of the offences is not the only relevant 

fac t or in the grant or refu al of bail , and that the Applicant 

will live with his father in Colo-i-Suva until trial . His 

father is the caretaker of he Scout ' s Headquarters i n C010-i-

Suva , and has agreed to stand as surety for his son . 
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The Slale opposes the appliea -ion on lhe grounds tha L the 

Applicant has another pending case in Nasinu for which he was 

granted bail and in breaell of w ich he is alleged to have 

committed these offences, that he's still serving a suspended 

sentence imposed in August 2007, t at the offences are serious 

and the investigations are ongoing and that the prosecution has 

a strong case against h im . The St te called Detective Sergeant 

Jolame of the Vale levu Police S at ion to tender a set of 

disclosed witness statements, th interview record of the 

Applicant, a copy of the post marte report and a certified copy 

of the Applicant's previous convict'ons . 

The summary of facts also tend red, discloses a case of the 

robbery of 

April 2008 . 

a bread deli very van a Colo - i - Suva on the 27th of 

After the robbery , the Applicant is alleged to have 

thrown a big stone which hit Saroji i Lata Singh, who was seated 

In the van . The Applicant is th n alleged to have tried to 

throw a b~er bott le at the driver of the delivery van , Krishna 

Jay Kumar . Sarojini Lata Singh l a e r d i ed at the CWM Hospital 

of cranio-cerebral inj uries second ry to a blunt impact to the 

head . 

The facts then state tha t t e Applicant robbed another 

vehicle 10 metres away , a taxi dr ven by Ashok Kumar . He is 

alleged to have stolen a mobile phone after punching Ashok 

Kumar . He was then chased by Ash k Kumar and two passengers , 

and was confronted by a villager ho assaulted him and seized 

the phone from him . Unde r caution, the Applicant is alleged to 

have confessed . He has 8 previous conv i ctions . On the 16 th of 

August 2007 he was convicted in the Nasinu Magistrates ' Court of 



3 

act with intent to cause gr evou~ harm and was given a 9 month 

Lerm of imprisonment suspend d for 3 years . 

The Applicant is aIle ed therefore to have Ie-offended 

whilst on a suspended sent nee . If he is indeed on bail on 

another matter, due for rial in June 2008 , he has also 

allegedly re-offended whilst on bail . Of course, he is presumed 

innocent until proven guilt buL these matters together with 

the seriousness of the ffence and the strength of the 

prosecution case persuade m- that it is in the public interest 

that the ApplicdnL remains n remand . Also relevant is that he 

lives in Colo-i-Suva and t e witnesses ... !ho will be asked to 

identify him also live in t at area and are known to him . The 

witness Meli Lababula knows him well enough to refer to him as 

" Tuks" in his police sta t eme t . 

In these circumstances I consider that the prosecution has 

rebut ted the presumption in favour of bail . 

It will continue to be revie ed . 

Bail is refused . 

At Suva 
21 st May 2008 

hat Shameem 
JUDGE 


