
EDITORIAL NOTE: NO SUPPRESSION APPLIED. 

 

R v MICHAEL TEOTIWI BISHOP [2016] NZDC 25904 [14 December 2016] 

 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT 

AT WHAKATANE 

CRI-2016-087-001400 

[2016] NZDC 25904 

 

THE QUEEN 

 

 

v 

 

 

MICHAEL TEOTIWI BISHOP 

 

 

Hearing: 

 

14 December 2016 

 

Appearances: 

 

A Shore for the Crown 

B Hesketh for the Defendant 

 

Judgment: 

 

14 December 2016 

 

 

NOTES OF JUDGE L M BIDOIS ON SENTENCING 

 

 

[1] Mr Bishop, you are for sentence having pleaded guilty to aggravated robbery 

and two separate driving matters, being driving whilst disqualified third or 

subsequent and dangerous driving.  The aggravated robbery relates to you going to a 

Four Square.  You were armed with a knife.  You asked for items which were then 

produced.  The female employee starting ringing them up on the till.  You pulled out 

the knife, reached over the counter, grabbed her clothing and pulled her towards you.  

You pointed the knife close to her stomach.  You told her to give you all the money.  

You gave her a bag, she put some money in there and some other items – around 

$900 worth of property. 

[2] In relation to this matter a pre-sentence report has been prepared.  That tells 

me you are 23 years of age.  It is not an in-depth report because the interview 

process broke down.  You have three convictions for driving with excess breath 

alcohol and previous convictions for serious violence.  You spent time in a mental 



 

 

health facility.  Your response in the past to community-based sentences has been 

mixed.  The recommendation was one of imprisonment. 

[3] The relevant sentencing principles and purposes I have to have regard to 

include holding you accountable for your offending and promoting a sense of 

responsibility in you.  There is a need for deterrence and denunciation when dealing 

with people who rob others.  I have to have regard to the effects the offending has 

had on the victim but also have regard to your own personal circumstances. 

[4] The Crown has filed written submissions and Ms Shore today adopts those.  

Those submissions include a starting point of around four years with a small uplift 

for previous and a discount for your guilty plea.  The matters referred to are 

premeditation, actual threats of violence, the property taken and the impact it has had 

on the victim.  There was a weapon presented albeit that made a robbery into an 

aggravated robbery.  The premises targeted.  She refers to R v Mako
1
 in terms of the 

sentencing range and I will come back to that shortly. 

[5] Your counsel has also filed written submissions and I have heard from 

Mr Hesketh.  He submits that a range of three years is appropriate.  He 

acknowledges some of the aggravating features that were indentified.  They include 

limited planning, you were the only participant, you took a knife with you, he Four 

Square was targeted, there was only one person at the shop at that time so unlikely to 

be huge risk of harm to others, there was no specific actual violence but there were 

the threats of the violence, limited property was taken and of course it is accepted 

that there is going to be a psychological effect on the victim.  He accepts the starting 

point of around four years but asks that I take in to account things like your plea and 

your background to this offending. 

[6] The aggravating features are the fact that you are on three charges.  There is 

the range of offending.  There is aggravated robbery and driving.  There are previous 

convictions.  There is the effect that your offending has had on the victim.  The 

victim says she fell apart when she got home and obviously this incident is going to 

have lasting effects on her.  She has lost confidence.  She is more stand-offish.  She 
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is less trustful of people and of course there were concerns about whether she could 

continue acting as a shopkeeper given this incident. 

[7] The mitigating factors are your immediate plea of guilty and acceptance of 

responsibility.  You have written a letter of apology so I take from that a degree of 

remorse.  There is a s 38 report on the file which details your background and your 

mental health issues that you have had in the past.  Quite clearly you have been 

pushed from pillar to post and it is not a surprise that you have got yourself involved 

in criminal offending and to that extent something serious. 

[8] I have to assess the overall seriousness of the offending.  You went in to a 

shop armed with a weapon.  You robbed the victim of property, that is an aggravated 

robbery.  In R v Mako the Court said at paragraph 56: 

A further example can be given taking another combination of features 

typical of many aggravating robberies.  This envisages a robbery of a small 

retail shop by demanding money from the till under threat of the use of a 

weapon such as a knife after ensuring no customers are present, with or 

without assistance from a lookout or an accomplice waiting to facilitate 

getaway. The shopkeeper is confronted by one person with the face covered. 

There is no actual violence. A small sum of money is taken. The starting 

point should be around four years. 

[9] That fits squarely in relation to this matter.  So I fix a starting point in relation 

to the aggravated robbery at four years.  I give you a one-third discount having 

regard to all those factors I have identified.  That takes that sentence down to one of 

32 months. 

[10] On the aggravated robbery, you are convicted and sentenced to 32 months.  I 

am not in a position to order reparation or emotional harm reparation. 

[11] On the driving whilst disqualified, that probably would have ended with up 

home detention on merit, but given that that was committed on a subsequent 

appearance a short sentence of imprisonment is to be imposed.  That is three months 

on the driving whilst disqualified, cumulative on the aggravated robbery as it is 

unrelated. 



 

 

[12] There will be 15 months’ disqualification.  That is more than the minimum 

but that is coupled with the dangerous driving.  That is to commence 

24 February 2017. 

[13] On the dangerous driving, one month concurrent with the driving whilst 

disqualified but cumulative on the aggravated robbery.  There will be six months’ 

disqualification on that matter to commence the same date. 

 

 

L M Bidois 

District Court Judge 


