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NOTES OF JUDGE R J COLLINS ON SENTENCING 

 

 

[1] Ms Rawiri, I have got no doubt that today you would just simply like me to 

get on with it, tell you what the end figure is so that you could leave the Courtroom 

and get on with serving your sentence.  But it is important for you that I fully record 

your offending and what is happening here today. 

[2] As I understand matters, the Parole Board gets limited information in terms 

of this process, and it is helpful to the Parole Board for the facts of your offending to 

be recorded as fully as possible.  Also the matters that are in the pre-sentence report 

and other valuable information that I have which may not be on your file when you 

will ultimately come before the Board for the consideration of parole. 



 

 

[3] At 18 years of age you are sadly for sentence on multiple charges.  There are 

six charges of aggravated robbery which cover the time period from 28 December 

2015 to 4 January 2016.   

[4] There are three charges of burglary, four charges of theft, six charges of 

unlawfully taking motor vehicles, one of unlawful interference, a charge of driving 

while forbidden, a charge of failing to stop, a charge of reckless driving and another 

charge of failing to answer bail.   

[5] For the offending for which you are for sentence, it is simply not possible for 

me to record all the facts in that regard.  However, I am going to record the facts of 

the most serious of the aggravated robberies as I see it.  And that is this one.  On 

14 January, the summary says 2015 but I understand that to actually be in fact 2016, 

the victim who was a 22 year old female and two young persons with her, drove to 

the ground carpark at Sylvia Park Mall to begin her day as a retail shop assistant.  

She was driving a Nissan Cefiro motor vehicle.  She parked her vehicle and when 

she did so she noticed two females standing next to a white station wagon.  These 

females were you and a young person that was with you.  And at the time another 

young person was sitting on the corner nearby having a cigarette.  The victim got out 

of her car and walked to the pay and display machine to pay for her carparking.  The 

location of the machine meant that she had to walk past the first of the young people 

with you, and also walk past you to get to the machine.  At the time the victim had a 

cellphone with her.  While the victim was at the machine she heard whistling coming 

from the direction of the first young person and yourself.  She ignored this and paid 

for a ticket.  As she was putting her Eftpos card back into her wallet the first of the 

young people with you grabbed her hair from the back and pulled her down to the 

ground and dragged her about two metres away from the machine.  As soon as the 

victim being dragged she instinctively threw her wallet into the bushes and dropped 

her keys on the ground.  The young person and yourself were then joined by the 

second young person, so there was three of you.  All three have proceeded to kick, 

punch and swear at the victim in what was a vicious and unprovoked attack.  The 

victim was punched and kicked in the head and body region, particularly on her left 

side.  She was lying on her side in a foetal position in an attempt to minimise the 

blows.  One of the young people held the complainant, pushing her head into the 



 

 

ground while you continued to kick her about the body.  During this period, the 

second young person but the third of your group picked up the keys to the victim’s 

vehicle, ran to it and got into the driver’s seat.  You ran to the vehicle and sat in the 

front passenger seat.  The third of your group gave the complainant one last shove 

before also running to the vehicle and getting into it. 

[6] During the assault the victim’s cellphone valued at $1000 was taken.  All 

three of you have left the area in the victim’s vehicle.  Items were located within the 

victim’s vehicle which were taken by the three of you including a leather handbag, 

Kindle eBook reader, a pair of prescription driving glasses which had a combined 

value of $580.   

[7] On account of the assault, the victim’s brand new shoes were ruined, and they 

were valued at $240.  Her dress and jacket were also covered in blood and dust.   

[8] On account of the assault the victim was heavily bruised about the jaw, she 

suffered cuts and abrasions to her knees and feet which made walking difficult as 

well as she suffered a bruised upper thigh. 

[9] When spoken to by police you declined to comment. 

[10] The other aggravated robberies are characterised by a general pattern.  They 

are not all the same and the facts are not exactly the same in each case.  But they 

often involved you acting together with others, young people.  There is a general 

pattern of the taking of people’s motor vehicles, looking to identify a female victim 

alone on a street and then attacking and robbing that victim.   

[11] And in addition to the victim who I have just described, there were five other 

such female victims of your offending. 

[12] The burglaries were burglaries of residential properties, the thefts were often 

incidental to the other offending, such as the theft of petrol for vehicles and driving 

off from petrol stations.  They also involved though the theft from a supermarket and 



 

 

as I have already mentioned, a lot of this offending was accompanied by the 

unlawful taking of people’s vehicles.   

[13] There also was one other serious offence which I have not referred to, and 

that was the assault with intent to rob.  And I will recount the facts of that.  The 

victim in that matter was a 17 year old young woman.  At about 5.20 on 4 January 

she was walking on Landscape Road, Mt Eden after finishing work for the day.  You 

were in a Nissan motor vehicle that had been stolen earlier that day, along with 

others who were with you, and you saw the victim walking along the road.  You got 

out of the vehicle and you ran at the victim, shouting “Have you got any money?” 

before punching the victim in the face, causing her to fall to the ground.  As the 

victim fell to the ground you stomped on her face and mouth.  The victim managed 

to get to her feet and scream for help, fleeing from you to the other side of the road.  

You left the scene in the stolen vehicle with the others.  And as I say, that is fairly 

typical of this large amount of offending.   

[14] I have read a number of victim impact statements and they also represent a 

sad picture.  The impact on a number of these victims has unsurprisingly been very 

severe indeed.  It is difficult in this role not to become desensitised to the harm 

caused to victims, but reading those statements again today just does bring home the 

harm caused to people who have their vehicles taken.  They come out to realise the 

horror that they suddenly are not free to move about the city as they would like.  

Others have had their homes violated and there are those who have been personally 

the victims of a robbery.   

[15]    I have read the pre-sentence report and that is a particularly helpful 

document.  It would be fair to say that during that report Ms Rawiri, you participated 

fully and provided a lot of information which helped fully inform the report writer.  

You have your challenges in life unquestionably and it seems that things started to go 

wrong when your much loved grandmother and grandfather died in 2011 and 2014 

respectively.  The report notes that then you were placed in foster homes and began 

on a trajectory of running away from carers and foster homes until you ended up at 

the Youth Justice facility.  The report notes that on your release from the Youth 



 

 

Justice facility you continued on your offending pathway and you stated to the report 

writer, “Now I have ended up here.” 

[16] Surprising, probably to a number of people, given the offending that I have 

been talking about, the report writer notes that you engaged well at the interview, and 

impressed as a sensitive young person.  The report writer assessed that your 

offending pathway stems from an inherent need to be accepted or to fit in.  It noted 

you have limited or no support in the community or a role model that you can 

emulate.  The report notes that you also express feeling lost or confused about you 

wanted to do in life, including thoughts and feelings about your actions and their 

consequences.  Speaking about the victims of your violence, you mentioned that you 

hate to hurt them but you do it anyway. 

[17] The report writer noted that you have a harmful pattern of alcohol use, but 

that alcohol and drugs were not actually a factor in your offending.  And it seems 

that you have already taken advantage of a number of programmes in the prison 

setting and seemed to have least commenced turning your life around by trying to 

make the most of the time that you will be in prison.   

[18] All with principles and purposes of sentencing obviously are to be brought to 

bear in the sentencing of you today.  There has to be denunciation for your offending, 

it was extremely serious and it was extremely frequent.  In addition, there has to be a 

deterrent aspect of sentencing, but also your rehabilitation is also important.  You are 

still a very very young person.   

[19] The key issues for sentencing which have been discussed at length between 

Mr Speed your counsel and myself, have been the identification of the appropriate 

starting point and just what is the appropriate discount for you in your case.  

Ms Rawiri, Mr Speed has not repeated those matters in Court today and you should 

not see that as any lack of hard work on your behalf.  He has already worked 

extremely hard on your behalf and filed comprehensive submission and made 

submissions on your behalf at the sentencing indication and has continued to work to 

lower the sentence imposed on you since that indication and the entry of your pleas. 



 

 

[20] Just to confirm in that regard, and I will come to the starting point in a 

moment, you have got a very extensive Youth Court record, but there is no uplift 

today for that.  But that Youth Court record cannot be ignored when I have to take 

into account what is the appropriate discount for your youth. 

[21] I confirm the position I took at the sentencing indication.  That for the 

aggravated robbery the facts of which I have detailed this morning, my view, 

applying the tariff case of Mako and any other number of cases since that, is that that 

starting point has to be one of five years’ imprisonment.  The other five aggravated 

robberies, if they stood on their own, all warrant a starting point of three years, and 

aggregated, as I said at the indication, that would come to 20 years and that clearly is 

just far too much. 

[22] So on a totality basis, that is looking at all matters together, my view is that 

the starting point for the aggravated robberies is one of eight years.  The burglaries 

and the assault with intent to rob, again on a totality basis I confirm the position I 

adopted at the sentencing indication, and that warrants another uplift of three years.  

And that takes the starting point to one of 11 years.   

[23] I confirm the view that the discount for youth must be modest and I set that at 

eight months.  This offending was planned, it was premeditated, it involved others 

and it was extensive.  The rationale for the discount for youth largely rests in 

spontaneity or impulsivity of young people doing things through their immaturity 

that if they took a moment to reflect, may not do.  As I say, this offending was 

frequent, extensive, premeditated and balancing out your extensive list in the 

Youth Court, my view that the appropriate discount for you has to be moderate and is 

set at eight months. 

[24] I do accept now that you are genuinely remorseful and that is I think best 

indicated by the steps that you have been prepared to take in prison to address your 

offending, and also demonstrated by just how candid and open that you were with 

the probation officer when you were interviewed for the purposes of the report.  I 

will give a six month discount for remorse and I will give a 32 month discount for 

your guilty pleas to all these matters and that brings me to a point of 86 months 



 

 

which is seven years’ two months.  That is less than the indication of seven years and 

10 months which I gave.  I have given a little bit more for plea and I have added in 

the remorse. 

[25] The other matter which just needs to be confirmed Ms Rawiri, because you 

took responsibility for all these matters by entering guilty pleas, is whether the need 

for denunciation, accountability and deterrence that might be required otherwise, 

particularly required for an adult, requires setting a minimum period of 

imprisonment higher than that which will otherwise apply pursuant to the Parole Act 

2002.  In my view that need is not here and there will be no minimum period of 

imprisonment higher than that which will apply in the Parole Act. 

[26] On the aggravated robbery where the victim was [name deleted] and that is 

the facts that I read out earlier, on that aggravated robbery you are sentenced to 

imprisonment for a term of seven years, two months.  On all the other charges of 

aggravated robbery you are sentenced to concurrent terms of imprisonment of three 

years.  In relation to the burglaries you are sentenced to imprisonment for 18 months.  

On all the theft charges you are sentenced to concurrent terms of imprisonment of 

two months.  All charges of unlawfully taking motor vehicles or unlawful 

interference with a motor vehicle, two months.  On the charge of reckless use of a 

motor vehicle you are convicted and disqualified from holding or obtaining a 

driver’s licence for one year, and all the other charges you are convicted and 

discharged.  So the total term of imprisonment is seven years, two months. 

 

 

 

R J Collins 

District Court Judge 


