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of 4th April, 1961 

JOINT COUlt'l' OF TIm NEW lillBiUDBS 

v. 

JUDG1JIill T 

The accused, GEOltGB LIC~U~IA SAUrmI, is charged that: 

i) On a day unknown hetl1ecl1 ille 3ru [!Ild 24th day 0 f February. 
1961 at Vila he stole a canoe valued at ,tA.S, the property of . 
KlI.L'I'UTJU( 0 f Fila ~nd ; anll 

ii) On the 21th day of February, IllG7 on the island of Efate 
he sto Ie yams to the value 0 f tA.2: 20 the property of KALOAT LAUEU 
of Fl'ht-Island. 

The accused pleaded not guilty to the first charge and 
guilty to the second. 

The first wi tness, p.'UmI lliIKOL, told the Court that she 
met the accused one day in lIebruar:r last ancl asJwd him if he had 
a canoe to sell. IIe said he had plenty, and three days later he 
brought a canoe for which, the witness said, she paid tA.S. She 
said that about a week later a woman ~lom she identified in Court 
(LEI'rONGA) came and took the canoe away. She said that on each 
occashn that she saw the accused he was drunk. 

The witness, TOUCHIClII LEISOKA, told the Court that 011 the 
3rd February last she left the canoe of her brother, KAL'rUTAK, on 
the grass off the beach along the Rue Iligginson at about 5 p.m., 
which hcr mother was to collect later. She said it was on the 
grass, safe from the tide. She never saw it agai n. 

LEI TONGA , the mother of TOUCmCIII, said that on the 16th 
February, 1967 she went to recover the canoe of KAL'ruTJUC, which 
'£OUCIIICIII had left for her, llut it was missing. On the 25th 
February she saw the canoe with the first witness. She said she 
claimed the canoe and brought it back t.o Fila Islaml. 

Formal evidence of ownership was given by KALTUTJ\K who said 
that he had not given any person other than his sister permission 
to take his canoe. 

Inspector KALS1UvlU produ()ed a statelllp.nt made by the accltsed 
in which he said thot one night he founel the canoe drifting and 
recovered it, after which ho sold it. 

'rhe accused, having elected to Give evidence, said that on 
the night of the 24th FelJruflry, while fi.shing, he saw n canoe 
drifting very close to him. lIe said he towed it bacle to 'rebakor ; 
it wns dacwged and lealu)d a hi.t. He tolr1. the Court that later he 
met the first wi illlC38 "'1!!O Df"!.id she ·i'ln.!li~cd. to lJuy n callOO nnd thnt 
lie fixed the one he IHul lonnd awl Gold it to lieI'. III a11S1"ler to 
the Native Advocate he said that i.n native custom a drifting canoe 
still belongs to the person \1110 oWllel1 it when it drifted off. 

The accu sed ill crofw-exumina ti on sai(1 -Lila t he llirl no (; try 
to find the owner of the calloe and tlwi; when he sold it he was 
aware that he did not own it. He told the Court tha·f.; he spent the 
money he received for 'lhe canoe Oil food for his children • 
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The Court having considered the facts finds the accused 
guilty as char[;ed. 

'fhe Pllblic Proseclltor outlined the facts of t]]e [lecont! 
charge. lIe told the Cour!; that one, lCA1UAT, went to his gard.m 
on the 28th Uarch Inst and fonnd SOl'le yams l!lissing. After [lome 
enquiri es, the accused allr"i t ted talrilW the ynms the previon s dny 
;111(\ f1ellblg them for /,A.2:20 to u ViC'j-,ll:lnf'f)e st,orel~eeper at 'l'ncnbe. 
'fhe storekeeper returned -Lhe yams to the or,1ler anI! wns ut the loss 
of the money. 

The Public Prosecutor told the Court that the accused, 
who is a mel:lber of a highly respected Pila Island family, has 
been fined for threatening and alJUsive language and drunltenness 
amI also sentenced to a wee],' fJ iJ>Flrisonlllcnt for drnnI(enness. In 
all he lIas five convictions !lating froJ:! HJtiG, the latest being 
the 19th Novemher last. lIe said the nccllfJed ha~lad a good edu­
cation, having trained at the Teacher Training Institute, but 
that he has done very little worlc since; his wife, who is in e'll-
ployment, supporting hi1!1 and his c:lildrell. lIe said he has a 
bad reputation and is a heavy drilllcer. 

In mitigation it was pleaded on behalf of the accused that 
he had offered to repay the money he received, hut that Inspector 
lCalsalmu had advised him to wait uutil the case came before the 
Court. He is still prepared to repf\)r mHl has tile money in Court 
to do so. 

The Court convicts the accused on both counts nnd sentences 
him to two weeks' imprisonment on each; the sentences to run con­
curren t, ly. 

The accllsed is remamled in custody pending the decision 
of Their Honours the Resident COf'll11issioners. If their decision 
is not for~lcoming within a period of two weeks from todDY's dnte 
-Lhe "ccllGe{l G:wll then Il'.! rcle:.scd awl. ollnll be deemed to have 
served the tCl'Jil illljJofled. 

DATED at Vila the fourth day of April in the year 1967 ./. 

~~ 
v1--TtcGistrnr 

French Judge 
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JUiJtiUlan' H o. (A) 7/67 
of 4th April, 1967 

JOINT COUHT O}' Tm: NE",'1 HElm.IDES 

cnunNAL JUHISDI C'rION 

COIWOmNIUl.[ v. GEORGE 1LiJLUCIA GAUllEI 

FEE S dim to Mr. O. IIO:rZGGlr: , Dailiff , residing at Vila. 

Sm.lMONS TO ACCUSED 

Original £8. O. 4, 6 
Copy 0, 0 

£S. O. 5, 3 

SmUlONS TO WI1'NESS"SS 

PANNI I.iEIKOL 
KALTUTJIK 
TOUCIIICHI LEISOICA 
LEITONGA KALOTONGI 
lCALOAT LAUVU 
VU QU1\NG 'fAl{ 

Original £S. O. 3. 0 
Copics (6) O. 4. (j 

'fransport 0, G. 0 

£OS. 0.13. G TO'l'AL £S.0.18. 0 

EIGIImEN SHILLINGS AND NINE PDNCE Sl'E:1LING ./. 

~~ 
SEE N 

French Judge 


