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NOTES OF JUDGE N R DAWSON ON SENTENCING

[1] Mr Greacen, you appear in Court today for sentencing on a charge of 

possession of a Class A drug, namely methamphetamine.  On Thursday, 

16 July 2015, at 12.24 am, you were at the Matiatia Wharf after travelling on the 

ferry from Auckland.  The police approached you as a result of information 

previously received and executed a warrantless search under the 

Search and Surveillance Act 2012.  A search of a backpack revealed two plastic 

snaplock bags inside a tin case containing 19.7 grams of methamphetamine. 

[2] I note you have a previous conviction involving methamphetamine and 

six others on your record.  I have read the pre-sentence report and I have also read 

your letter to the Court that has been handed up to me today. 

[3] In sentencing you I need to hold you responsible for your actions and also 

denounce your behaviour.  The community are entitled to be protected from the 



 

 

proliferation of methamphetamine into the community and with that amount of 

methamphetamine you clearly had a lot for one person.  That is an aggravating factor 

in that the 19.7 grams is not an insubstantial amount and you also have a previous 

conviction involving methamphetamine. 

[4] At the sentence indication hearing, I indicated that you would be entitled to a 

20 percent discount and you entered a guilty plea at that stage, so you are entitled to 

that discount.  You have also expressed some remorse for your offending in the letter 

you have handed to the Court today. 

[5] The probation report says your identified offending related factors are your 

use of drugs, your lack of consequential thinking and impulsivity.  A risk assessment 

shows that you have a medium to high risk of re-offending and a low risk of harm.  

It does note you appear remorseful and insightful of your need to get help. 

[6] It records that you were diagnosed with attention deficit disorder at the age of 

14 and that you view your use of methamphetamine as calming your impulsive 

thoughts and behaviour and you have described yourself as a functioning addict.  

It also says you were assessed by the Salvation Army Bridge programme at 

Waitakere on 9 May 2016 and they found you to have an addiction and dependency 

issue.  Concerns are also raised with regard to your motivation and, since that 

assessment, they note that you have not contacted them again. 

[7] I have had handed to me a letter today dated 16 June from the 

Waitakere Bridge programme which indicates that you are the client of a 

case manager there but due to you having no fixed abode in the Auckland area, it is 

being contemplated that you would receive treatment at the Hamilton Bridge 

programme as your parents live in Otorohanga and you have indicated their address 

would be appropriate.  I understand that has happened relatively recently and there is 

no detail in the letter as to how and when that has occurred. 

[8] At the sentence indication hearing, I indicated that this case fell within band 2 

of R v Fatu [2006] 2 NZLR 72 (CA) and that a starting point of three years’ 

imprisonment is appropriate.  Your guilty plea would reduce that by seven months.  



 

 

The remorse you have indicated which I accept as sincere would reduce it by a 

further two months to two years and three months. 

[9] At the sentence indication hearing, I said the final outcome would either be 

prison or if a pre-sentence report was sufficiently favourable then it could be home 

detention with a combination of community work and that any further discounts for 

remorse, personal circumstances or efforts at rehabilitation be taken into account 

once I saw the pre-sentence report.  I do now have that pre-sentence report and I 

need to consider whether a further three months’ deduction would be appropriate. 

[10] In my view, the report and the information that is available to me indicates 

that you have done too little too late and provided insubstantial evidence produced to 

show that you are seriously making rehabilitative efforts and I am not persuaded that 

home detention is the appropriate sentence. 

[11] I understand that you have been into rehabilitation before but you did not 

complete the course.  I indicated at the sentence indication hearing that your efforts 

at rehabilitation and finding employment might persuade me but I understand that 

you have no employment in any event. 

[12] You are therefore convicted and sentenced to two years and three months’ 

imprisonment and I make an order for the destruction of the drugs. 

 
 
 
 
 
N R Dawson 
District Court Judge 
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