
H~ THE SUPREf .E CCU RT or- W\URU 
Criminal JurisJiction 

Criminal Appea l 1fo . 5 of 1976 

PAULUS WALTON AG I GO Appeliant 

v. 

DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS Respondent 

2 0 t h r-lay , 19 76 a t 11.1 5 a . m. 

I n Court 

Before r~r. Justice I .R. Thonpson, Chief Justice 

For t he PJq ,c llar.t: t-lr . IJ . Dciyc 

For the Rcs p on<lent : :-~r . L . D. Kekc, Legal Offi c e r 

Appellant vrcscn t . 

Appeal a?; a inst sentence* n nly . 

~m. DEIYL: The a ppel lant is In. Ile was first convicted 

of steal in£'. in 1970 . Ile W;l S };mind over . I le d id not break 

t he bond . 1:e was next c onvictc<l in 1973 for stealing . In 
thi s c ase t i: c District Court failc<l to tak e i nto account 

the la pse of time of t hree ye.1rs l;etwecn the first and 

secon<l of fences, <luring which tl:c- ~ppc llan t' s bchavit'.l'{ir was 

goo d . 

In 19 7 2 tltc.: apt,el L :mt ' s fa ther J ied. The appel lan t 

was tl,cn 14 . J;c , ,'<.1S tl ie: v i cti 1rr of circm1stances and a c hang e 

of env i r 0It1,:cnt . /1.s a result l,e coi 11:littc<l offences of stcnling 

again in 1~7 ?, . Sinc e t hen ilC has Lch:iveJ v,cl l until he 

committed another offence t h i s yc;ir. Ile has a p;o od cliance 

of be ing refo r med now . There is no r ehab ilitation cnntre 

in Nauru . 

llis wi~lowe<l mother lws nskcJ me t o request the 

Cour t to p,ivc th e appe llant a last c h alice to reform. Ile 

is employed as a carpenter by the N.P.C. 
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The offence was done by the appellan t together 

with other s. 

COURT: They Here all younger than he was, and all but 

one were first offende rs. 

MR. DEIYE : I ask for leniency. lie did not address the 

Dist rict Court f or l eniency . 

MR . KE KE : I nsk t ha t the se ntence be uphel<l . The appellant 

was given a chance t hree yea rs a go. Effect was short-t~rm 

only. The District Court oLvious ly took the view that a 
deter r ent sentence was now re quired. 

lie wa s t he olde st i n tl,e g roup of boys who coMmi tted 

t he o f f ence . 

COURT: The appe llant is n ly 18. IIc come s from a 
home whe r e he has locked t he co1t trol of a father since 1972. 

He has not teen convicted unti l now s i nce 1973. I can well 

see why t he s entence of t h r e e Hion t li s' ir.1p r isonrnen t wns iT'1po sed 

and it i s not wrong in princ iple . It may we ll be t hn t t he 

proper course will be for t h i s Cou rt to conf irm it . However, 

before a dc ci s ion is t :i ken I shou l d 1 i ke t o 1ave a fu l 1 report 

on the appe llant f rom the J)ro bati o11 off i ce r. 

ORDER: = Adjourned until th e 31st May, 1976 a t 9. q.o a . m. 

for proLtt ion officer's report. 

20/5/7G. 

I . I • THOl\JPSm 
Chief J us tice 


