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NOTES OF JUDGE K J GLUBB ON SENTENCING 

 

[1] Graeme Dennis Walker and Paul Lee Nunan, you appear today for sentence 

on one charge of possession of a Class A controlled drug methamphetamine for the 

purpose of supply.  I record that the facts are that on 10 February 2015 Mr Nunan 

and a third person arrived at Newmarket, the International Hotel.  You checked into a 

unit, that unit was on level one of the motel and accessed by an external balcony that 

ran along the length of the unit.  A short time later, Mr Walker you arrived and went 

to the room.  You have both come and gone from that address over the course of the 

afternoon.  Your associate maintained a lookout from that room and came in and out 

of the room and onto the balcony whenever a vehicle entered the car park.   



 

 

[2] At about 7.55 that evening the police conducted an enquiry at the address 

relating to an unrelated matter regarding Mr Nunan.  Police knocked on the door of 

the room asking for you, they saw Mr Walker pull back the curtain and after you saw 

the police, there was a delay to answer the door.  At some time, the associate was 

seen outside the unit and he was spoken to by the police as well.  He provided a false 

name.  A short time later, Mr Nunan, you opened the front door to the room and the 

police saw a methamphetamine pipe in plain sight in the dining room. 

[3] Police then entered into the room and you, Mr Walker, ran into the bathroom 

and made numerous attempts to flush the toilet.  After viewing the methamphetamine 

pipe, the police conducted a search; they located in the toilet bowl 14 closed clear 

snap lock bags containing 374 grams of methamphetamine.  Located on the table in 

the dining area were a further seven snap lock bags containing 26 grams of 

methamphetamine.  The estimated street value of that methamphetamine was 

$400,000.  Other items were also located at the address consistent with supply. 

[4] A search of your vehicle outside, Mr Nunan, located some $20,000 in cash 

wrapped in 10 individual bundles of $2000 each.  A search of your vehicle  

Mr Walker, outside the motel, found $30,450 in cash consisting of $100 and $50 note 

denominations. 

[5] You came before the Court on 20 June 2016.  You were for trial at that time.  

Through discussion with the Crown and between the defence, a sentence indication 

was sought and I gave it.  I do not propose to record the detail of what I said in that 

sentence indication; I simply adopt what I said at this stage.  As a result of the 

indication given and specifically it was imprisonment for you both, you accepted the 

sentence indication, the matter has been remanded for sentence.  I now have the 

benefit of pre-sentence reports.   

[6] Mr Walker you are 41 years of age, you are assessed as being a medium risk 

of re-offending and your risk of harm is also assessed as medium.  They note in there 

that you have an extremely harmful pattern of methamphetamine use and that you 

have taken full responsibility for your actions and appear extremely regretful.  They 



 

 

also assess you as having good insight.  The recommendation of the report writer is 

one of imprisonment. 

[7] Mr Nunan, you are 43 years of age.  It seems that your life started to fall apart 

with the death of your father and thereafter things went into something of a spiral.  

You express genuine remorse, mainly towards your children and your partner and in 

the end you are thankful that the police arrested you at the time because it was the 

only way you were going to be stopped.  They assess the contributing factors as your 

lifestyle, attitude and substance use and moreover they assess your risk of harm as 

being moderate to high and your risk of re-offending as also moderate to high.  The 

recommendation of the report writer there is imprisonment as well. 

[8] When I look to matters which aggravate circumstances for you personally, 

Mr Nunan, you had a more significant previous conviction history.  Six for violence, 

five for drugs, seven for breach of orders, 15 for driving while disqualified, eight for 

excess breath alcohol and two for dangerous driving.  There is also a perverting the 

course of justice.  Most significantly for present purposes, there was a charge of 

possession of methamphetamine for the purpose of supply from 2008 for which you 

were sentenced to some four years eight months’ imprisonment. 

[9] Mr Walker, you had a limited history it seems.  Some seven drug related 

offences, however the majority of those were somewhat historic, dating back most 

recently to 2006 and before. 

[10] In terms of the aggravating features, as I found at the sentence indication 

there was the commercial nature of this endeavour.  This was a very large amount of 

methamphetamine, valued at $400,000.  $374,000 for you Mr Walker and $26,000 

for you Mr Nunan.  That is potential value.  There is the co-location of large amounts 

of cash which is equally indicative of commercial dealing.  There is also the impact 

on the community, this is a pernicious drug and it causes immeasurable harm on a 

daily basis and those who are heavily involved in the supply of methamphetamine on 

this scale, can expect significant penalties. 



 

 

[11] Your counsel have each made submissions as to the circumstances that befell 

you both.  They have also submitted that you are both remorseful and that you 

acknowledge the harm that you have caused and that you want to move forward, 

making changes in your life and getting assistance.  I have read the letter that you 

have written to me today Mr Walker and I have also seen that you have participated 

in a CADS course whilst in custody so you are making the most of the opportunities 

you get.  I wish you every success and I hope that the views expressed within that 

letter come to fruition and that we do not see you back here again on anything 

further.   

[12] Similarly, Mr Nunan, you have also indicated you want to turn your life 

around.  Well this is your chance.  There is only one way that these sentences go if 

you come back on any further offending such as this and that is up, as you know. 

[13] This matter comes for consideration, in terms of the sentencing outcome, I 

looked at the decision R v Fatu [2006] 2 NZLR 72 (CA) which is the lead case in 

this matter and guideline case.  For you Mr Walker, I place this in band 3 and for Mr 

Nunan I place it in band 2.  Respectively eight to 11 year starting point or three to 

nine.  I also look to the decision R v Jarden which makes it clear that personal 

circumstances count for little in matters of this nature but particularly in relation to 

significant drug related offending. 

[14] In terms of defence submissions, Mr Mansfield, for you Mr Walker submitted 

eight to eight and a half years starting point and thereafter discounts.  Defence 

submission for you Mr Nunan was three to three and a half years and thereafter 

discounts.  The Crown took a starting point of eight and a half years or three and a 

half to four and a half years respectively and set a discount of 10 percent for plea.   

[15] In the end, the approach I adopted in my sentence indication and which I 

follow today, although noting that you have obviously both been doing things in the 

background and also both of you are remorseful, I am satisfied that that is 

appropriately taken care of in the additional five percent that I credited you with for 

efforts that you are putting in place. 



 

 

[16] So the starting point for you Mr Walker, just for the record, was  

eight and a half years or 102 months.  I gave no uplift for your previous conviction 

history.  I discounted for the search issue which I called a line call in any event but I 

gave you five percent for that which brought it down, 102 months down by 5.1 to 

96.9.  I gave you discount for your efforts and I include within that the efforts you 

are making in terms of CADS and the letter you have written to me.  Five percent on 

96.9 was 4.8, brought me down to 92.05 and I then gave 15 percent for your plea.  I 

indicated that some may have thought that generous given it was the morning of trial 

but I am satisfied it is appropriate to set it at that level and 15 percent on 82.84 was 

13.8 which brought it down to 78.24 which I round down in your favour.   

[17] I will just deal with Mr Nunan.  The approach I adopted for you was a 

starting point of three and a half years or 42 months.  I uplifted for your previous 

convictions.  I am satisfied they were relevant and recent and by eight months, got 

me to 50 months, I discounted for the search issue, five percent on 50 months was 

2.5, brought me down to 47.5.  I discounted for your efforts as well and personal 

issues, five percent brought me down by 2.375 to 45.125.  I gave you 15 percent for 

your plea which was 6.76 months, brought me down to 38.35 which I rounded down 

in your favour. 

[18] Mr Walker, today on this charge you are convicted and sentenced to 

imprisonment for a term of six years and six months and I make an order for the 

forfeiture of the cash, $30,450.00.   

[19] Mr Nunan, I convict you and sentence you to three years and two months’ 

imprisonment and I make an order for the forfeiture of the cash, $20,000.00.  

Gentlemen, let us not see you back before this Court on anything like this again.  

Thank you, stand down. 

 

 
K J Glubb 
District Court Judge 
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