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[1] Mr Woods, the bad news is, and I will give it to you straight away, I cannot 

get this sentence below two years’ imprisonment, so home detention is not an option.  

I will explain why and I will tell you in a minute what the end sentence is.   

[2] I acknowledge the presence of your father here in support of you.  In the 

material I have read, he is described as being incredibly supportive and I understand 

that in the event that home detention was going to be the sentence, he changed his 

address so that he could accommodate you at the new address.  Hopefully that 

support will still come from him when you finish what will be in effect a relatively 

short sentence of imprisonment.   

[3] Short in the sense that the supply of methamphetamine carries the potential of 

a life sentence of imprisonment.  The supply of cannabis carries eight years and the 

supply of Ritalin carries a potential 14 years.  All three episodes of offending 

occurred between 16 June and 10 November 2015, all are laid as representative 

charges.  In other words, the Crown is saying they happened more than once. 

[4] Then there was the theft of a trailer which was valued in excess of $7000 on 

20 October 2015.  That carries a sentence of imprisonment simply because no other 

option is available, you being sentenced on the drug dealing charges.  I acknowledge 

that you have no previous convictions for dishonesty, you have no previous 

convictions for drug dealing, and only have two convictions in the District Court, 

driving while suspended and driving while disqualified. 

[5] The facts were that in October last year, you have text an associate who had  

a vehicle with a towbar.  He picked you up and the two of you drove to a  

[location deleted] address, that was a piece of land fenced and enclosed with a steel 

gate.  You undid the chain, opened the gate, got back in the vehicle and drove onto 

the land.  You located a home-built, tandem trailer and attached the vehicle and 

drove away with it.  Your associate was paid $100 for the use of his vehicle and you 

sold the trailer for approximately $500.  The trailer was valued at $5000.  Neither 

you nor your associate had permission to enter the property and take the trailer.  No 

reparation is sought in respect of that offence because the trailer has been recovered. 



 

 

[6] You supplied at least five grams of methamphetamine between 16 June 2015 

and 10 November 2015.  There were 96 text messages intercepted in which you 

offered to supply methamphetamine, but the agreement between counsel for the 

Crown and counsel for you is that the total supply was five grams.  From analysing 

the text messages, the Crown said that you offered to supply a minimum 24.2 grams 

of methamphetamine over the time period, but you fall to be sentenced on actual 

supply, not what you were offering to do. 

[7] In explanation, you admitted the facts and said you would buy a gram at a 

time for between $500 and $700 and then sell it by the quarter gram for $200 to 

$250.  You would keep some of the product because you yourself had an addictive 

drug problem and you would spend the proceeds on yourself, fuelling your own 

habit, and left the rest over for your general living costs. 

[8] You supplied at least two trays of Ritalin, a tray contains 10 pills, and 

between 18 June and 2 October 2015, you sent at least 12 text messages in which 

you offered to supply Ritalin.  You told the police you had received these pills from 

your then partner and had sold them on for her as you had the contacts, but you took 

your own profit from the transactions.  You supplied at least one ounce of Class C 

cannabis plant and between those dates you sent numerous text messages in which 

you offered to supply. 

[9] When spoken to by the police, you admitted the facts as outlined and said you 

were dealing ounces at a time.  

[10] The pre-sentence report says you are addicted to drugs and wish to address 

the issue by counselling or further help that you can get.  I note that you have 

abstained from personal drug use since some time since you were arrested.  

Home detention, as I acknowledge, is available at your father’s address and the 

recommendation of the pre-sentence report is a sentence of home detention and 

community work.  There was talk of reparation, that could only relate to the trailer 

but no reparation is sought. 



 

 

[11] The purposes I adopt for sentencing you are, as with all drug dealing, 

denunciation and deterrence of your behaviour, plus a desire to protect the 

community from drug dealing and the principles of sentencing which I have regard 

to are those which are set out in ss 8, 10A and 16 Sentencing Act 2002.  

Imprisonment may be the only available outcome to me today.  Depending on the 

length of sentence, home detention would have been considered, but as I have 

already said to you, it is not going to be. 

[12] The Crown’s submissions were that there should be separate sentences for the 

drug offending and the theft and that the sentence for theft should be cumulative, on 

top of, in other words, the drug dealing sentences.  The tariff case for Class A dealing 

is a case called R v Fatu [2006] 2 NZLR 72 and according to the bands of offending 

identified by the Court of Appeal in that case, your situation is on the cusp of  

bands 1 and 2.  The bottom of band 2 range is a three year starting point.   

[13] The Class B offending which is the Ritalin, and the Class C offending, 

according to the Crown, should lift the starting point to between four and  

four and a half years’ imprisonment and there should, according to the Crown, be a 

further uplift for 12 months for theft of the trailer which should be on top of the drug 

offending sentence.  From that total, I should deduct an allowance for the totality 

factor and give you full credit for the guilty pleas which you entered immediately.   

[14] Mr Nicholls says that the starting point for the methamphetamine offending 

should be three years and there should be no cumulative sentence for the Class B and 

Class C offending, and points out that all the drug offending was carried out in the 

same way and was part of a concerted pattern of offending and that the end sentence 

should be within the range for home detention.  I agree with the first part of  

Mr Nicholls’ sentencing but not the second.   

[15] The drug offending will be treated concurrently, three years for the supply of 

the Class A drugs, two years for the supply of the Ritalin, one year for the supply of 

the cannabis, but they run together so the sentence is three years’ imprisonment.  The 

theft of the trailer carries an additional six months’ imprisonment, making the total 

three and a half years. 



 

 

[16] The full discount of 25 percent is taken from that three and a half years, that 

leaves you with a sentence of two years seven months.  The Parole Board will set 

your release conditions. 

 

 
P J Butler 
District Court Judge 


	NOTES OF JUDGE P J BUTLER ON SENTENCING

