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[1] Mr Bedford, you are here today having pleaded guilty to two separate charges 

involving the same complainant.  The principal and most serious charge is sexual 

violation.  That is an offence that is alleged to have occurred between 1 January 2015 

and 15 February 2016 involving a young boy who is the named complainant.  Sexual 

violation carries a maximum penalty of 20 years’ imprisonment. 

[2] During the same period it is alleged, as a representative charge, as is the 

sexual violation charge, that you indecently assaulted the same boy. 

[3] I am required to sentence you for the offending.  I intend to do so on the basis 

that the indecent assaults were really part of the overall course of conduct that gives 

rise to the allegations of sexual violation, but the sentence I impose upon you will 

allow for the totality of your offending. 



 

 

[4] The facts which relate to the charges to which you have pleaded guilty to and 

for which you are now to be sentenced can be briefly stated.   

[5] You self-referred to a government organisation admitting that you had been 

offending against the victim in this case.  You referred to it as touching, oral and 

masturbation.  That led to enquiries to be made.  The young boy was interviewed.  

He refers to you as Uncle and that you had been touching him in his private areas.  

He describes your activity in child-like terms and says that it happened many, many 

times.  He said that you had been with him in an upstairs bedroom at the house 

where you lived and that you would do things to him.  He said that you had been 

naughty to him. 

[6] You yourself were interviewed and you agreed that you had been touching 

the child and said that it was only when the child had told his mother what was going 

on that you decided to refer yourself to an organisation directed at stopping sexual 

abuse.  You said that you suffered from temptations which you gave into and that led 

to the offending. 

[7] The sexual violation allegations involve oral contact between yourself and 

the young boy.  You are not specific as to how often that occurred but said it may 

have been a dozen times during the period of the offending.   

[8] The police perceived that you were remorseful for your actions but I have to 

say, Mr Bedford, you have accepted that this was going on for over a year and any 

expressions of remorse are tempered by the fact that it was only when the boy told 

his mother that you chose to do something about what was happening and make a 

self-referral to the SAFE network.   

[9] You have no previous convictions of any sort.   

[10] A pre-sentence report has been prepared wherein you repeat your expressions 

of remorse, acknowledging that what you were doing in this offending was taking 

advantage of a young child.  You made reference to the report writer to concerns 

about your own sexuality and said that you did not consider that the victim has 



 

 

suffered any detrimental effects from your offending.  That observation is your 

subjective view and to me demonstrates a complete lack of understanding of the 

harm that you have done, and may continue to do over the years, to this young child.  

The fact that you can commit these offences against one so young and vulnerable yet 

be oblivious to the harm that you can do will be of concern to those that administer 

your sentence and will be of concern to the Parole Board when they come to 

consider your release.  If there are underlying tendencies which drive you towards 

offending against children then that will need to be addressed before you can re-enter 

the community.  You will have that assistance in prison. 

[11] As a result of your guilty plea you have been given a first strike warning by 

the Judge who took your plea.   

[12] I have been provided with a victim impact statement by the young boy’s 

mother.  She has known you all your life.  You have been a father figure to her and to 

family members.  She and her son lived at your address.  She considers her son to be 

an emotional and sensitive child and thankfully he is open in talking about what you 

did to him.  He is very matter of fact.  He says that Uncle has been naughty.  The 

child is receiving counselling.  The mother says it has been an emotional time for her 

and she observes that although there have been some changes in her son her words 

are that he is doing fine, perhaps because he is too young to appreciate exactly how 

bad your conduct has been toward him. 

[13] As Mr Bates acknowledges, there is no telling how much harm this may 

bring about in this boy’s future but I acknowledge that the description of the harm 

observed by his mother is certainly not as extreme as sometimes seen in the Court. 

[14] The Crown make submissions in support of sentencing today.  The Crown 

Solicitor refers to the leading Court of Appeal authority which guides Judges in 

sentencing for offences of this type.  That is a case known as R v AM [2010] 

NZCA 114.  The Court there analysed various forms of sexual offending, including 

unlawful sexual connection.  The Court has set out a non-exhaustive list of 

aggravating factors which go to determine the length of a sentence which may be 

imposed.  The Crown Solicitor in his submissions isolates some factors which he 



 

 

considers to be particularly aggravating.  The case of R v AM sets bands of offending 

from which Judges can commence to determine the length of a sentence.  The Crown 

Solicitor maintains or submits that your offending falls into band 3 which has a start 

point of imprisonment between nine and 18 years.   

[15] To be in that band it is necessary for the Court to conclude that two 

aggravating factors are present to a strong degree or three to a moderate degree.  The 

Crown Solicitor says that there are two particularly strong factors in your case, that 

is, the age of the child and the period over which you have offended.  In particular, 

the Crown Solicitor refers to a case identified by the Court of Appeal in paragraph 

120 of R v AM as similar to your offending and in which there are the particular 

aggravating factors which take that case into the bottom end of the third band.  The 

case I am referring to is R v K [2009] NZCA 107. 

[16] Mr Bates in his submissions says to me that your offending is not as high in 

the range as the Crown would have it.  He says that on his analysis, and by way of 

reference to R v AM, you are more suitably located in the upper end of band 2 and 

Mr Bates refers in particular to the case of R v Harris CA320/93, 15 November 1993 

which was identified by the Court of Appeal as typical of the sort of case that may lie 

within band 2.  R v Harris is referred to in paragraph 18 of R v AM. 

[17] Counsel are not far apart in their submissions concerning start point.  The 

Crown Solicitor’s contended start point is between 10 and 12 years, consistent with 

his view that this is at the bottom end of band 3.  Mr Bates says nine to 10 years 

consistent with his view that it is in the top end of band 2. 

[18] Selection of appropriate bands in cases such as this is not a precise science, it 

is a matter of judgment for the Court.  Recognising that, the Court of Appeal has 

deliberately created an overlap between the bands to allow for flexibility when cases 

are on the cusp. 

[19] In this case, Mr Bates’ upper start point is 10 years.  The Crown solicitor’s 

lowest start point is 10 years.  Both are within the bands that they designate.  Both 

are on the cusp.  I intend to adopt a start point of 10 years, but in doing so I say that I 



 

 

consider that your case is at the very top end of band 2, not quite entering band 3 but 

at the end of the day, that is of no moment as the start point I adopt is within the 

ranges contended for by counsel. 

[20] Having reached that start point, I then need to consider any aggravating or 

mitigating factors personal to you.  There are no aggravating factors personal to you.  

As I have said, you have no previous convictions. 

[21] There are however, some mitigating factors.  Most importantly is your guilty 

plea.  You entered a guilty plea at an early opportunity.  By doing so, you have 

acknowledged your guilt and you have saved all concerned in the family to which 

you were a father figure, the trauma of a trial.  The law allows me to give you a 

25 percent reduction to the start point and you will get that. 

[22] Other mitigating factors nominated in s 9(2) Sentencing Act 2002 include the 

fact that a person may be of good character and is coming before the Court for the 

first time.  You, Mr Bedford, are aged 45.  You have never been to Court before.  You 

are now before the Court on very serious charges and as you know, you are going to 

jail.  However, until 2015 you survived in our community without any offending.  I 

am sure that you have been a valuable member of the community and have made 

contributions to it. 

[23]  You have let everybody down.  You have let yourself down, you have let the 

young boy’s mother down and you have let everybody that knows you down and that 

is something you are going to have to live with for the rest of your life. 

[24] Nonetheless, you are entitled to recognition of the fact that you are otherwise 

of good character.  I do not let the length of your offending interfere with my 

assessment of that. 

[25] There has been talk of remorse.  The law allows me to give you credit for 

remorse if it is over and above that inherent in a guilty plea.  It needs to be 

something particular and beyond normal regret and contrition.  I do not give you any 

credit for that.  You allowed this offending to go on until the young boy told his 



 

 

mother.  If he had not told his mother, I am sure it would have continued.  It jogged 

you into a state where you realised you needed help and you did the honourable 

thing by self referring, but I cannot give you any further credit for that. 

[26] Combined together, your guilty plea and a recognition for your good 

character, I consider that a reduction of 30 percent is appropriate.  So against the start 

point of 10 years’ imprisonment, I reduce that by three years for the credit factors 

and the sentence will be seven years’ imprisonment on the charge of sexual violation. 

[27] As I have said before, that charge in my view is sufficient to embody all of 

the offending.  It is an allegation of sexual violation but there was accompanied with 

that, over the period of time, indecent assaults.  I do not consider that any particular 

uplift is required for that.  The start point of 10 years adequately encompasses the 

entire offending. 

[28] On the charge of indecent assault, you will be sentenced concurrently to a 

term of four years’ imprisonment.  So the end result, Mr Bedford, is that you are 

going to jail for seven years.  There has been no application that there be a minimum 

non-parole period beyond what the statute provides for.  You will come before the 

Parole Board when you are entitled to.  They will enquire closely into why this 

offending occurred and if there is anything that needs to be done before you can be 

safely released into the community.  That is not a matter for me, it is a matter for the 

Parole Board in due course. 

  

 

    

P G Mabey QC 

District Court Judge  


