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JUDGMENT 

The appellant was convicted on his own plea on three 

counts, one of forgery and the other two of obtaining money by false 

pretences. 

lIe was sentenced to 18 months I imprisonment on the first 

count and 12 months on the second and thi:rd. counts, the sentence3 to 

run c oncurren tly. Apparently he was on the previous day convicted of 

attempting t9 obtain money by false pretences and sentenced to 9 

months ifJprisonment. Since no order >Tas made this sentence "auld be a 

connecuti ve sen tenoe. 

The appellant has now appealed against his sentence. I have 

no doubt tJlat his sentence to imprisonment is a hardship to himself ani 

to his family. That is invariably the case, and a prison~r' s family 

al>Tays suffers. But is therE/any reason to pass a more lenient senterce, 

or a suspended sentence? The appellant apparently had a clean record . 
prior to this series of offences. The magistrate was aware of the 

factors in the appellant's favour, and the hardship to his family. 

But as the m1l,3"istrate has said, this >Tas a planned, calculated fraud, 

.or series of offences against the bank. As a result of the offences 

the appellant obtained money from the bank "hich has not been recovered. 

Vlith these sort of white collar offences it is usual to pass custodial 

sentences and I see no reason to interfere with t he magistrate's 



discreti'on in the matter of passing sentence ani tlB appeal is 

dismissed, except to the following extent. 1'he other prior offence 

seems to be part of the same series of offences and so it would be 

appropriate to make it run concurrently with the present sentences. 

The present sentences are therefore confirmed but will be 

made concurrent with the sentence of nine months' imprisonment passed 

in respect of the prior offence. 

Judge 
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