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1IN THE SOLOMON ISLANDS MAGISTRATES* COURT

REGINA
v
ALRICK WALA’AFU

v

Before: Principal Magjstrate Ms. Fatimati Meere Taeburi
Mr. Nickson Tonawane (DFP) for the Ciown
Mr. Pagl None (PSO} for the defendant

Date of Rulingy 27" July 2022

SENTENCE

Backeround

1. 1'read the charge to the accused on the 5% of July 2022 and he-adwiitted thiat he
committed the offence of sitple larceny-on the 18% of Decémber 2021

Agréed facts

2. Heagreed that at around 10am that day, he stole From the complainants’ car vehich
was parking in front of a shop.at Lungga on Guadalcanal. The complainants are a
gouple from Philipines who are-doing business here inthe Solamon Islands.

3.  Théy canie to the shop.at Lungga to do some shopping. The hushand came out of
their vehicle anil tock seme honigy out of his bag, The accused was standing in front
of the shop and saw the:money inside the bag. He was tempted to steal,

4, The husbatid thén went into:thé shop. Ris wife was sifting in the front seat of the
vehicle.

5.  The atcused quickly colluded with another person tq steal from thié complainants.
After the short discussion with the third party, he grabbed the compiaingnt’s bag and
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I favaur of the accused, 1 eonsider His young age. He:vag 18 yeats-old at the tiite.
of the gffendsng hgrefore in sentencing him T must ecnsider the provisions of the
Juvenile Offender’s.Act: T must not treat him-as an adult offendel,

1 consider tba”t ‘hie pleaded guilty to the charge. He has-no previous convictions. I
my view, 2 your g aﬁ‘én&m W.ll‘h a clean criminal history-whe admits that he has

i jiiclicates 4 high : of rehabilitation. In sentencing
offenéers ]‘ke thé carel gm:, the couits must give-the opportunity for rehabilitation
and for cliangs: There must aiways be hopé that peaple can actually. change to
become betier bersons:

I have considered counsel None’s submissionis on the point that the defendant did
not break inita-this car and that there was ho use of weapon o foree or threats in any

" way to commit the offence. Me. None -argued that the oppoitunity to steal has

presented itslf and that the complainant had made: it véry easy for the accused to

commit the offence. [n his submission Mr. None argued that the tompldinant-must

also be partly blamed for the incident. He argued that the compiainant had carelessly
opeited his.bag contalning substantial amousts of - money in public. Mr. Nore said
that the complainants were also careless' b;{ not Igc_kmg the doors to their cat.

Liconsider that' there was no forced entry and there was no use of weapon or threats.
There was really rio need to break into the'car becanse it was open. Lalso agree that
given the accused’s personal circuinstangies and backgrotnd, the oppariunity to steal
at the point'in time, minst have been very tempting, ['however cannat agree with
counse] that the complainant is'to bé partly blémed. If T was fo agres with Mr. None

then it means that there is Justification for stealing. Stealing is'simply wrong and

must beconaem_ned. All people:imany given'situation.and circumstance, must work
to earn an honest living. T agree withi the reriarks iade by miy brothér Principal
Magistrate Mr. Aulanga in the case of Regina v-Luimalafo, in which he said tha
“Those whe steal-are lazy people who:prey on the efforts and sweats of others to get
quick or fast money through illegal ways™!

] consider that the accused has been remanded in custody Since the 21% of December
2021. This means that hie has spent 7 maonths in custody.

} Regina v Luimglefo (2017] SBMC 46; Crimifial Case 958 of 2017 {26 Séptember 2017
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yimiposehiere is 1 yearimptisonment. This

Accused s convicted on onie count of simple Tarceny contrary 10 secfion
Aceused issetenced o [ year agrisonment;




