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NOTES OF JUDGE B A MORRIS ON SENTENCING

 

 

[1] You are here Mr Kingi in respect of supplying methamphetamine. There are 

four charges.  Possessing Class A for supply, four charges and offering to supply 

methamphetamine.  

[2] What occurred was an undercover officer was employed in the Wairarapa and 

methamphetamine was part of that campaign.  There is no question that the drug of 

methamphetamine destroys, crumples people’s lives and their potential and their 

families around them.  There is considerable community concern about it 

understandably. 

[3] The undercover officer went to your address on four separate occasions and 

on each of those occasions you supplied him with methamphetamine.  The first was 

on 19 February, you had seven snap lock bags of methamphetamine.  You removed 



 

 

one and you were asked if that was a whole, meaning one gram. You said yes, a gram 

of methamphetamine is commonly sold for $1000.  You showed him three bags and 

the undercover officer purchased one point bag for $100.  You indicated that a whole 

would sell for about $800.   

[4] On 11 March he returned, indicating he wanted a point bag again and you 

said you only had a few as mates had just come over and cleared you out.  What 

remained was six point bags and he bought one of those for $100.  You also, after 

enquiry, offered to supply a gram bag for $700 to $800.   

[5] On 23 March he returned and, asked for a quarter of a gram bag.  You had six 

bags of methamphetamine.  Four appeared to be point bags, two slightly more and 

you referred to those as $200 bags.  You sold him a point bag and the $200 bag to the 

constable for $250.  You also asked him if he was after cannabis. When he asked you 

what you had wanted, he said whatever you want.  With reference to cannabis I see 

there is no charges relating to that. 

[6] On 31 March he arrived again to purchase a quarter gram of 

methamphetamine.  You had four bags weighed at 0.2 and one point bag and he 

purchased a bag, 0.25 for $250.   

[7] When the operation ended a search warrant was executed and you were in 

possession of a pipe.  You admitted, to your credit, to selling to the officer on four 

separate occasions.   

[8] I have read the probation report, it is indicating that you do not intend to 

resume methamphetamine use and the remand in custody has made you realise what 

a grip that methamphetamine had on your life.  It recommends imprisonment in light 

of the charges.   

[9] I have also read the drug and alcohol report that indicates that from an early 

age you had addictions to drug and alcohol and the methamphetamine addiction that 

you had led to debts and selling.  The report indicates that there is a genetic history 

of addiction and that you have struggled to remain drug free given your peer group 



 

 

despite efforts at times, but that you are prepared to and want to do residential 

treatment insofar as the addictions that you face.  

[10] It is accepted that the only starting point is imprisonment and the issue that I 

have to determine at the outset is that what is the appropriate length for that?  In my 

view, when I look at the decisions, the ones that counsel have referred to me, the 

factors that I have to take into account in this in terms of the offences themselves is 

there was a significant preparedness here to sell to a stranger and I accept what your 

counsel said, that this undercover officer was obviously a person who was wanting to 

purchase drugs would have made that manifestly obvious and was trained in doing 

so but nevertheless was a stranger to you that you were selling these drugs to.   

[11] I have to take into account the amount that was sold but also part of the larger 

stock that were available.  I accept too that as an addict you would be using 

methamphetamine but nevertheless there was 3.9 grams in total and with the offer to 

supply that would be 4.9 grams involved.   

[12] This is not a case where you were just simply giving away methamphetamine 

to friends, it was a sale and was to a person who arrived at your door.  I accept 

however what your counsel says, that there is no other large scale amounts of money 

or anything of that nature around which puts the level of the selling at the lower 

range.   

[13] I considered all the cases that counsel have helpfully referred to me and I 

consider that the starting point is three years and one months’ imprisonment and I 

turn to factors that affect you personally.    

[14] There are, which cannot be ignored, previous convictions relating to drug 

dealing.  There are a lot of those of course are in the past and quite a considerable 

period of time ago.  There was a 1991 possession of oil for supply, 1992 possession 

of oil, a 1999 possession of cannabis oil for supply. There was at that stage 

supervision and a final warning.  2007, possession of cannabis for supply.  Since 

then there have been two convictions but they relate to possessing and nothing to do 

with supply, but nevertheless I consider that there should be some uplift for those 



 

 

previous, though a small uplift, plus for that previous offending and I consider that 

the appropriate uplift is to three years and three months.   

[15] Insofar as further discounts are concerned, considering your case, looking at 

the alcohol report, looking at the probation report, a real view by you that you wish 

to do your best to get rid of these addictions and turn your life around once the 

sentence is completed and I think that does warrant, when I look at all the material, a 

further discount to three years and four months.   

[16] Insofar as the last matter is concerned, Mr Kingi, is your guilty plea and for 

that you deserve significant credit.  It was an open acknowledgement by you at the 

outset, followed up by a guilty plea and for that you deserve the full maximum 

discount and I discount the sentence to one of two years and four months.   

[17] I consider, too, in your case on what I have read on this file that there is real 

remorse here and does warrant a small additional reduction to two years and three 

months.   

[18] This is outside the range of home detention but even if this sentence had been 

down to two years I would not have posed home detention despite what I accept is a 

true potential for you to get rid of a drug addiction and the motivation for that.   

[19] There needs to be a very strong signal in my view to the community that the 

selling of methamphetamine on this level of regular occasions over a period of time 

must meet with a real term of imprisonment itself.   

[20] I do not consider that there is a fine required here, there is not significant 

floating amounts of money involved.   

 

 

 



 

 

[21] So, Mr Kingi, that is the final sentence.  I am sure the community, your 

whanau, hopes that when you are released from prison that you would be able to put 

into effect that commitment that you have today to get rid of this drug addiction once 

and for all.   

[22] The final figure is two years, three months.   

 

B A Morris 

District Court Judge 


