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SENTENCE
] Following a trial, the offender was convicted of six counts of attempted act with intent to
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cause grievous harm and four counts of resisting arrest. He pleaded guilty to a charge of

damaging property (count three) before the commencement of trial.

The offender was in a living relationship with the victim on count one. The couple lived

in a separate dwelling with his parents living next to them. In the morning of 24 July

' 2018 the couple had an argument over him being away from home in the ‘weekend. The

-offender s father, Mr Bokadi Snr out of concern for the safety of the Vlctlm told her to

take refuge at the Delamave31 Community Police Post next to their home. T he Police Post
is located at the Delamavem Junction near the Queens nghway On that: mommg the

Police Post was being managed by WSC Tulia Tuikenawa, the victim on count two.

Shortly after the victim arrived at the Police Post, Mr Bokach Snr followed her as he was

concerned about her safety. Whﬂe Mr Bokadi Snr was having a conversation with WSC :
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Tuikenawa, the offender came down to the Police Post with two cane knives. He tried to

enter the Police Post but Mr Bokadi Snr stopped him.

WSC Tuikénawa warned the offender not to enter the Police Post but the offender
became aggressive and threatened her. She called for a backup but her call was not
answered. She then fried to reach out to the public on thé highway for help when the
offender struck her legs with the caﬁe knife. The police officer manage:g{i to dodge the
knife and run to safety. By that time threé more police officers, the victimé i(l)n counts four
to nine arrived at the scene after seeing the commotion from the highv'yai“y. When the
officers told the offender to put down his weapon and surrender he ran after them with
the knives, hurling threats to kill. The police officers had to retract to avoid being harmed
by the offender.

The offender made several attempts to gain entry into the Police Post knowing his par'tner
was hiding inside, but Mr Bokadi Snr obstructed him. In rage the offender struck the
Police Post several times causing extensive damage to the building. The total value of the

damage done to the property of Fiji Police Force was $587.56.

Eventually a backup police team arrived and the offender turned to thém as well. He
struck a police officer, the victim on counts ten and eleven with the cané_:i{nife but the

officer dodged and fell off the tray of the vehicle.

The police officers then armed themselves with rocks and approached the offender. It was
only then the offender dropped his knives and surrendered. He was arrested and escorted

to the Lami Police Station.

‘The offence of attempted act with intent to cause grievous harm is punishable by life

imprisonment. The tariff for the offence is 6 months to 5 years imprisonment, and in
cases where the attack is with a weapon, a prison sentence is inevitable (Siafe
v Mokubula [2003] FTHC 164; HAA0052) 20035 (23 December 2003). The offence of
resisting arrest is punishable by 5 years’ imprisonment and damaging property is

punishable by 2 years’ imprisonment.
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The offender is 22, years of age. At the time of. the of.fe'nding' he 'wes .20' );ears old. He
comes from a d1sadvantaged background According to his psychologwal assessment
report, the offender s dlsadvantaged background may have led him to commit the
offences on 24 July 2018.

The offender was born when hie mother was incarcerated in prison for an offence. Two
weeks after his birth, she was granted an early release to assist w1th lactatlon and bondmg
between the mother and child. The offender grew up in an unstable environment. He was
raised by his older siblings as his parents spent most of their time in prison while he was
growing up. He entered ._pri'ma,ry sc_hool.bu't dropped out later when his mother was
incarcerated in prison, His relationship with his father was abusive. He was exposed to
drugs and alcohol at a very young age. At the age of 14, he got involved in delinquency

and was detained in a centre for juvenile delinquency.

When he turned adult he had difficulty in maintaining lasting relationshi:}:):s.. In 2017 he
met the victim on count one when she was a student at the Fiji National University. She
later decided to discontinue her studies and settle down with him. But there remained an
element of distrust between them which caused them to quarrel a lot in their relationship.
They argued in the morning of 24 July 2018 leading to the offender expressing himself

angrily towards her and the police officers who came to her rescue later that morning, His

- actions may have been impulsive rather than premeditated. Fortunately, no one was

physically injured by the actions of the offender. The Court has been informed that the

relationship between the offender and his partner had ended after he was arrested and

remanded in custody in this case.

I give the offéender some credit in sentence for his disadvantaged backgrodn:d his young

age and hlS gullty plea to the charge of damaging property. 1 also glve h1m cr ed1t that this

is his first conviction for an offence as an adult.
However, the offences are objectively serious due to the following aggravating factors.

» The offences were committed using cane knives,
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o Substantial damage was done toa Community Pol1ce Post which is a publrc property

o The attack on the partner was domestic Vrolence and a breach of trust,
¢ Police officers were attacked when they were carrymg out thelr lawful dut1es

o The ‘duration of the attack was long and i in the plain view of the public at a highway.

Domestic violence and assault on police officers are becoming too prevalent in our

commumty These offences must be treated seriously as they strike at the Very heart of

law enforcement and pubhc safety The courts duty i is to denounce any form of v1olence

agamst a person and pass senience that has. the effect of deterrence on the offender and

others. The' pumshment must reflect that the offenoes mvolved multiple victims.

The offender had been in custody on remand for nearly 22 months. This period is

‘considered as a downward adjustment te the final sentence.

Taking all these matters into account the offender is sentenced to:

(i) an aggregate term of 4 years’ imprisonment for the offences of attempted act with
intent to cause grievous harm as convicted on counts one, two, four,gs"_ix, eight and

ien;

ii) an aggregate term of 2 vears’ imprisonment for the offences of resisting arrest as
gereg : Y p , _ g

convicted on counts five, seven, nine and eleven;

(i)t year imprisonment 'fo'r' the offence of damaging property as convicted on count

three.

Making a-lli_t_h'e terms of imprisonment cumulative will result in a crushing sentence.

- However, I consider the offence of damaging property as a. separate offence from

attempted act with intent to cause grievous ‘harm and resisting arrest to justify an

“additional purlishment to reflect the total criminality involved. 1 order the sentence of 1

year 1mprisonment for damaging a public property to be served consecutlvely with the

aggregate terms nnposed for attempted act with intent to cause grlevous harm and
4




resisting arrest. The total effective term is 5 years’ imprisonment with a pon-parole

period of 3 years.

Solicitdrs: O_fﬁce of the Director of Public Prosecutions for the State

Legal Aid Commission for the Accused




