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[1] Tevita Laungaue appears for sentence today.  There are seven charges in a 

Crown charge notice and there are eight separate police charges.  There are 

two charges of wounding with intent to cause grievous bodily harm and I intend to 

deal with the most serious of those first. 

[2] The victim in this case did not know Mr Laungaue or another person who has 

been charged with the same offence.  He did know a woman who was also charged 

with the same offence.  Effectively, the woman lured the victim to an address in 

Onehunga after an exchange of text messages where she was agreeing to be involved 

with the victim in a session of drugs (that is taking puffs) and sex.  Mr Laungaue and 

the other man who has been charged were aware that she was luring him to the address.  

This was at 3.30 in the morning in [address deleted] Street in Onehunga. 



 

 

[3] When he arrived she alerted Mr Laungaue and his associate to the fact the man 

was present.  Mr Laungaue had a claw hammer in his right hand and he struck the 

victim on the left side of his head with a hammer in a manner which one of the 

witnesses described as “like a tennis hit.”  It caused him to fall to the ground.  As he 

lay on the ground both Mr Laungaue and Mr McNeice, who was with him, beat the 

victim including striking him on the back with the hammer as the woman stood nearby 

and watched. 

[4] Somehow the victim managed to retain consciousness and he got away in his 

vehicle.  That moves on to a scenario where  Mr Laungaue faces the crime of 

commission of a crime with a firearm.  As the man was leaving in his car, Mr Laungaue 

fired two rounds of a .22 pistol into the car.  The victim finally lost consciousness 

before he arrived at his home.  He was taken to hospital where he underwent 

emergency neurosurgery for a brain bleed which was caused by the assault to his head 

with the hammer. 

[5] He is a 35 year old man and has [number deleted] children.  He says in a victim 

impact statement, and these are my words, “I know what I was going there to do was 

wrong but nobody deserves to be treated the way that I was.”  He suffers from a tremor 

to the left-hand side of his body that includes his arm and his leg which will remain 

with him for the rest of his life.  He has lost part of his sight in his left eye.  He cannot 

read and he will require glasses to be able to drive.  He has short-term memory loss 

and says that if his partner talks to him about something, he often forgets it 10 minutes 

later.  He suffers from bad headaches every second or third day which are so severe 

that he has to go to bed.  He has suffered a loss of balance and cannot grip things.  He 

is still undergoing rehabilitation now.  He says, “The side effects of the injuries have 

left me feeling down,” and annoyed that he cannot do things that he used to be able to 

do.  He says, “I have lost my freedom because I cannot care for myself.  The headaches 

are really annoying.”  But he is thankful that he is still able to interact with his children 

and he says, “I feel very lucky to be alive.” 

[6] There is a second charge of wounding with intent to cause grievous bodily 

harm which is an episode of what is often described as road rage.  Mr Laungaue had 

the same cut-down .22 pistol in his car at the time.  This was just before midnight on 



 

 

New Year’s Eve 2016.  Mr Laungaue failed to stop for a red light, almost causing a 

collision with the car that had the right-of-way.  Angered by the collision, a [victim 2] 

followed Mr Laungaue in an attempt to obtain his vehicle registration so he could 

report it.  Mr Laungaue noticed the person following him and slowed down and pulled 

into the carpark of a video store in Great North Road.  As the complainant drove past 

he uplifted the loaded pistol and fired two rounds at the complainant as he passed.  

One bullet struck the boot of this person’s vehicle.  The second one pierced the driver’s 

door and struck him in the left knee.  Fortunately, that man was also able to leave and 

drive away and he stopped at a nearby commercial building and tooted loudly to get 

someone’s attention.  At this point Mr Laungaue drove away from the scene.   

[7] That person too has filled out a victim impact statement.  He received a wound 

to the inner side of his left knee and feels lucky that he was not shot in a more vital 

part of his body.  He was hospitalised to have the bullet removed from his knee but it 

does not seem to have affected him too seriously physically.  What he does say is that 

he found the incident traumatising and it left him nervous to do the things he never 

really thought about before, like driving to work and other routine drives as we all do 

in our day-to-day lives. 

[8] Mr Laungaue also faces a charge of unlawful possession of a pistol.  He was 

found in possession of this pistol on 2 January 2017.  He had the firearm and a bag of 

live .22 ammunition seized from his address by the police when recovering the 

unlawful vehicle that he was in during the other two incidents.  

[9] He is also charged with conspiracy to commit an aggravated robbery and this 

is the result of text messages that have been discovered by the police about an intention 

to rob a complainant.  Fortunately, the robbery did not occur as the intended 

complainant stopped communicating with the defendants including Mr Laungaue. 

[10] He also faces a charge of unlawfully using a motor vehicle, unlawfully in 

possession of a pistol and one of unlawful discharge of a firearm near a dwelling.  This 

was on 28 December 2016, which is two days before the first wounding incident, when 

Mr Laungaue was at his home address in Glen Eden.  The property borders a park and 

a public reserve that includes half a basketball Court.  Whilst in the basement of his 



 

 

address Mr Laungaue fired several round from the pistol at an empty plastic bottle that 

he was using as a target.  The bottle was near a fibrelight wall on the southern side of 

the basement and the bullets pierced the exterior wall cladding.  One of them travelled 

across the back yard of the property to the south of his house and through the lounge 

window of a neighbouring house while the occupant was at home watching television. 

[11] Mr Laungaue is also charged with unlawfully using a motor vehicle which was 

lent to Mr Laungaue on 11 December 2016.  Mr Laungaue failed to return the motor 

vehicle. 

[12] I now turn to the police charges, the most serious of which is a charge of 

possession of methamphetamine for the purposes of supply.  This was on 

24 October 2016.  Mr Laungaue was driving a bike in Hepburn Road in Glendene.  He 

was seen by police riding at excessive speed across Hepburn Road from Phelps Place 

and onto the footpath before entering a driveway at 69 Hepburn Road.  He attempted 

to leave the driveway, but abandoned his bike and ran away after seeing the police 

outside the property.   

[13] When he was arrested the police searched him and in his property was located 

5.48 grams of white crystal substance believed to be methamphetamine.  He also had 

cash in the sum of $2690 as well as 35 empty small resealable bags (often called point 

bags).  He also had a $10 note fashioned into a scoop to use for the purposes of 

consuming methamphetamine.  As a result of that incident he is charged with 

possession of methamphetamine for supply because it is over the presumption, 

possession of a utensil, driving while disqualified (third and subsequent) and driving 

in a dangerous manner. 

[14] There are also three Community Probation charges which are two breaches of 

community work imposed in the Manukau District Court on 5 February 2016 and one 

of breach of a sentence of supervision.   

[15] There is also a charge under s 9 Summary Offences Act 1981 assault on a 

cellmate in the cells of the Auckland District Court.  Mr Laungaue was standing over 



 

 

this person to get his sandwich and when the person would not hand it over, 

Mr Laungaue punched him. 

[16] There is also one charge of common assault which is of a taxi driver on 30April 

2016.  A taxi driver picked up Mr Laungaue and two other people from a bar in 

Manukau in the early hours of the morning.  He started calling the taxi driver “a bloody 

dog” and “a fuckin Indian” and was telling the driver to drive faster.  There were two 

people abusing this taxi driver.  The driver pulled into the McDonald’s restaurant at 

which point the CCTV camera in his cab and the meter were wrenched out from where 

they were mounted and Mr Laungaue hit the taxi driver with an open hand, slapping 

him twice to the left side of his face and once to the nose.   

[17] There is also a victim impact statement from that taxi driver who not 

surprisingly says, “I am seriously thinking about stopping my taxi business as a result 

of the attack.”  His reluctance to do so is because he has a family to support. 

[18] The Crown on the one hand and Mr Brickell on the other hand have approached 

this sentencing in different ways.  What the Crown has done is identified separate 

starting points for the more serious offences and then suggested that I look at the 

offending on a totality basis.  Mr Brickell contends for starting with the most serious 

offence and then adding an uplift for the other offending.  Whichever way I approach 

it, it seems to me that it works out much the same and I will come back to this in a 

moment. 

[19] Firstly, I need to say that Mr Laungaue has spoken to me from the dock today 

and says that he realises that he has to be punished; that he is sorry for what he has 

done.  He has also written a letter and I have information from other people who know 

him and I also have a pre-sentence report.  What appears to have been behind this spate 

of offending was a methamphetamine addiction and the violent offending was in an 

attempt to get money to buy more drugs.   

[20] Mr Laungaue is only 24 now.  Before 2013 he had some convictions in 

New Zealand but nothing like the sort of offending for which he appears for sentence 

today.  I notice that he had four convictions for driving with excess breath alcohol; all 



 

 

offences committed before the end of 2012 when he would have been only 19.  That 

suggests to me that he had an alcohol problem of fairly sizeable proportions at that 

age.  He went to live in Australia, presumably somewhere around 2012/2013.  Things 

went relatively well there until he was charged and convicted with grievous bodily 

harm in 2013.  As a result of his offending in Australia he was returned to 

New Zealand.  He was in a detention centre for three months before he was returned 

here and Mr Brickell has told me from the bar today that this was his introduction to 

methamphetamine. 

[21] On his return to New Zealand he was convicted of a number of offences that 

were still live at the time that he went to Australia.  They are effectively breach of 

Court orders.  Then we have a driving while disqualified committed in May 2016 and 

that was part of the sentence of community work that he received on 17 August 2016. 

[22] The serious offending occurred over a period of about five days (Christmas 

and New Year 2016 and 2017).  Mr Laungaue has pleaded guilty at an early 

opportunity. 

[23] The way I have approached this, and I am not going to go into the Crown and 

the defence submissions because we have now been in Court with this sentencing for 

something like well over an hour and a half.  I have approached this by first looking 

at the wounding with intent to cause grievous bodily harm in relation to the incident 

of 30 December 2016. 

[24] The aggravating features are that it was extreme violence.  Having hit this man 

in the head with a hammer, which rendered him to fall to the ground, the beating 

continued.  There was a strike to the head which ended up with a brain bleed and the 

resulting injuries this man now has to deal with.   

[25] Premeditation is an aggravating feature of any offending and in my view 

premeditation of the type that means you lure somebody into an ambush effectively to 

commit violence is about the worst type of premeditation that there can be.  It goes 

without saying that this victim suffered serious injuries and now is living a very 

different life from that which he used to live.   



 

 

[26] There were two weapons involved.  There was the use of a hammer but also 

the use of a firearm and there were multiple attackers.  There were two.  An 

aggravating feature is that when this man left the scene in his car, and he must have 

been a very strong man to have been able to get to his car and drive away, he was then 

fired at with a gun. 

[27] Taking into account those aggravating features, and given that this charge has 

a maximum sentence of 14 years’ imprisonment, I have adopted a starting point of 10 

years and six months.  From there I would add an uplift of a further 42 months or 

three years and six months and it is split this way:  two and a half years for the other 

offending that is in the Crown charge notice and one year for the supply of 

methamphetamine because it is a discrete charge and not violence-related.  So that 

leads to a sentence of 14 years. 

[28] There have been submissions on whether there should be uplifts for the 

following aggravating features:  the fact that the most serious offending was 

committed while Mr Laungaue was on bail for other charges and that he has the serious 

violence conviction from Australia.  He has other violence offences in Australia.  His 

Australian convictions are for the grievous bodily harm charge earlier referred to, 

possession of a knife and assault.  I am going to give an uplift of five months for the 

fact that he was offending while on bail and seven months for his previous violence 

convictions.  That leads to an end sentence of 15 years altogether or 180 months. 

[29] I have decided that I will deduct six months for remorse.  I accept that, sober, 

Mr Laungaue is genuinely remorseful for what he did and he has taken the trouble 

(and a lot of people do not do this) to write letters of remorse to both of his victims.  

Mr Brickell suggested that I should give him a further discount for the fact that he 

does have prospects of rehabilitation.  I decline to do so.  Mr Laungaue has told me 

that in addition to whatever Corrections can do for him while he is on his sentence, he 

will be rehabilitating himself.   

[30] One of the matters that has been referred to in terms of Mr Laungaue has been 

that he suffered a serious trauma in his childhood which he attributes to the place 

where his anger comes from.  That may well be the case including it is not unknown 



 

 

for that sort of childhood trauma to result in a person inflicting violence on others in 

their adult life and/or becoming addicted to alcohol and drugs.  I express the hope that 

he is able to do the Drug Treatment Unit in prison and I also express the hope that he 

is able to be given psychological support and counselling for his own trauma issues.  

Those two steps should go some way to ensure that when Mr Laungaue is released 

from prison he is a much safer person in the community than he was last year. 

[31] From 14 years and six months he is entitled to a full 25 percent discount for 

his guilty plea so I make that 174 months, 43.5 months off for his guilty pleas, which 

leads to 130.5 months which I round down to 130 months so the final sentence on the 

most serious, the lead charge, is 10 years and 10 months. 

[32] There has also been talk about whether I should impose a minimum period of 

imprisonment.  The Crown submits that I should impose a minimum period of 

two-thirds on that sentence.  Mr Brickell, not surprisingly, contends that there should 

not be a minimum period of imprisonment and rather that Mr Laungaue’s release 

should be left to the Parole Board.  He is correct when he says that the likelihood that 

he would be released after a third of his time is most unlikely.   

[33] However, as I have already said, this was a serious attack on this man with two 

weapons and I am satisfied that a minimum period of imprisonment is appropriate to 

hold Mr Laungaue accountable for the harm that he has done to this man and to 

denounce his conduct and deter other people from committing the same offence and, 

importantly, for the protection of the community.  The non-parole period I impose is 

one of six years on that sentence of 10 years and 10 months which will mean that you 

will not be eligible for parole before a period of six years. 

[34] The individual sentences will be as follows: 

(a) On the wounding with intent to cause grievous bodily harm, 10 years 

and 10 months with six years minimum period of imprisonment. 

(b) On the second wounding, that is shooting the man in the car, three years 

and six months. 



 

 

(c) Commission of a crime with a firearm; that will be four years’ prison. 

(d) The unlawful possession of a pistol, 18 months. 

(e) Conspiracy to commit aggravated robbery, one year. 

(f) Nine months on the common assault charge. 

(g) Eighteen months on the discharge of a firearm near a dwelling. 

(h) On the charge of possession of methamphetamine with for the purposes 

of supply, prison for a period of two years. 

(i) On the assault charge, the Summary Offences Act assault, two months’ 

prison. 

(j) On the Community Probation charges there will be a convict and 

discharge on each of those charges and the sentence of 

community work is cancelled and the sentence of supervision, if it is 

still going, is also cancelled. 

(k) On the dangerous driving charge you are disqualified from holding or 

obtaining a driver's licence for a period of six months commencing 

today. 

(l) The same in relation to the driving while disqualified third and 

subsequent; that will be disqualification 12 months and one day 

commencing today. 

(m) The possession of a utensil charge, conviction and discharge. 

[35] There was a request for reparation from the taxi driver but given the prison 

sentences that have been imposed, that is pointless. 



 

 

[36] If somebody brings me a s 88 report I will cancel any fines that Mr Laungaue 

has outstanding. 

[37] Mr Parry seeks an order for destruction of all exhibits.  That is granted as is the 

order for forfeiture of the $2690 cash. 

 

 

 

P A Cunningham 

District Court Judge 


