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IN TU DISTRICT COURT OP NAURU 

Cr1 ■tnal Juriadiction 

crillinal caae No. 1186 of 1976 

TBB RBPUBLIC 

va. 

IBN PllI'rl 6 DAMDN RANABO GAUNIBn 

1. Stealinga C/8 398 of the Criainal Code Act of 
Ql1HJU1land (aa adopted) 1199 - The Pint 
Schedule. 

JUDGMS1ft' I 

The proHCUtion baa led the evidence of Paul Kun be, 
a clerk in the N.P.c. Accounts Departllent, who baa ■tated in 
hi• evidence that when be went to work on the 5th of Auguat, 
1976 be found the door• of the office open and thinp taken out 
from hi• drawer. Be found bi• battery •haver and four oa■ntte 
tape• aiaaing. 

Conat. Nelaon Tamaldn, who inveatigated the caae, baa 
atated that entry to the office wa■ aade t:hrougb the 91••• 
louvre■ and he found that the drawer■ were ranaacked and acae 
article■ miaain9. He interviewed the two accuNd and after the 
usual warning and caution reoorded their ■tat ... n~•• He haa 
tendered atat-nta of the 1!fO acau-.4 a■ Bxa. •x• and •y• and 
tha tranalationa aa Bxa. "X • and •r•. 

'1'he defence did not call the acaund and the only aub
miaaion .. c1e by pleader for tba accuNd ia that the acau■ed 
ware threatened by the police to aake their atateaent■• ~ 
allegation that the aoauaed were threatened by the polioe-u 
not borne out by the evidence and I have no alternative but 
reject it. 

On a perunl of Bx. "x1• and Bx. •y1• t:here wa• no doubt 
whatsoever that the two accuNd. did enter the office in queation 
on the 5th of Au9U■t, 1976 and removed the article• in que■tion. 
Rone of than article• bave been recovered. I •- no reaaon to 
diabelieve witne•• JCun Jtae'• evidence that be loat a battery 
abavar and four ca■Ntte tapea. Hi• evidence ia aaply ■upported 
by the atat-nt• of the accused. I, therefore, hold that the 
proaecution baa proved the can beyond all reaaonable doubt and 
I find the aCCUHd guilty and convict th-. 

9th November, 1976 
R. L. DB Sn.VA 
Reaident Magi■trate 


