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NOTES OF JUDGE M J CALLAGHAN ON SENTENCING 

 

[1] Glen Ford Fielding, you are for sentence on five charges of sexual connection 

with a young person aged 15 years.  There is a specific charge on 5 April, a specific 

charge on 6 April, and a specific charge on 7 April 2016.  The last charge was on 

8 May 2016. 

[2] You are also for sentence on a representative charge of meeting up with the 

young person to take part in an offence under Part 7 Crimes Act 1961, which is of 

a sexual nature and which is a representative charge; and also exposing the young 

person to indecent material, again a representative charge; and finally a cultivation of 

cannabis charge which came to light when the police came to your address. 

[3] The facts are that you met the victim, who was aged 14 years, on 

New Year’s Eve in 2015.  On 8 February 2016, you began communicating with her 

via text and Facebook.  Almost immediately when that communication started, 



 

 

you sent her indecent and inappropriate texts.  Between then and 12 May 2016, 

you sent a total of 22,314 text messages.  The majority of those texts were graphic 

and sexually provocative.  A sample of them has been made available to me.  

Through the course of those text and Facebook messages, you arranged to meet with 

her on several occasions to participate in sexual activity.  On 4 April 2016, 

you arranged to pick her up.  You knew how old she was.  You then met her on four 

occasions, three times at her address and once at your address. 

[4] On 5 April, you met up at the victim’s house and engaged in oral sex on you 

by her.  On 6 April, you met again and again oral sex occurred.  On 7 April, you 

performed oral sex on her.  On 8 April, you performed oral sex on each other.  

On 8 May, she went to your address and you performed oral sex on her and then had 

penetrative sexual intercourse.  You also digitally penetrated her vagina and anus and 

also inserted a dildo into her vagina. 

[5] On 13 May, when the police executed the search warrant, four cannabis 

plants were found drying in your garage in the purpose-built area where you were 

cultivating cannabis, which I accept was for your own use. 

[6] I have read the victim impact statement of this young victim.  She was led to 

believe by you that you were wanting a full relationship with her but she now 

understands you only wanted something from her and that was sexual gratification.  

She has subsequently found a new partner of her own age but is very wary of him 

and has serious trust issues with him.  She feels she is being penalised because of 

restrictions placed on her as a result of the offending you were involved in.  She is 

also restricted in respect of seeing her father, which is of some angst to her. 

[7] I have read the pre-sentence report which was prepared.  In that report, you 

accept you were wrong and you knew of her age at the time the offending occurred.  

However, you go on to make the comment that she was a willing participant.  

You denied that sexual intercourse took place.  The report clearly outlines this 

behaviour by you was for your personal gratification. 



 

 

[8] As Mr McClenaghan has pointed out, the pre-sentence report really points 

out you are not accepting of the responsibilities for your actions and what occurred. 

You have what I categorise as slight remorse for what occurred.   

[9] Mr McClenaghan has filed written submissions on behalf of the Crown and 

has spoken to them today.  He says in sentencing you I need to hold you accountable 

for the harm you have caused, promote a sense of responsibility in you and an 

acknowledgement of that harm, I need to denounce your conduct and deter you, 

and protect others in the community from you. 

[10] He says there are a number of aggravating factors in respect of this offending.  

Firstly, there was full penetrative sexual intercourse and also digital penetration of 

both the vagina and anus, and insertion of a dildo into the girl’s vagina.  There were 

four oral sexual connections in a four-month period and accepting there was a gap of 

one month, that this occurred between February and May of 2016 when the 

grooming commenced in February, and the sending of over 22,000 graphic and 

sexually provocative text messages and arrangements for meetings were made. 

[11] There is a significant age disparity, he says, of 28 years.  There is a breach of 

trust, [details deleted] she was particularly vulnerable, not only because of her age 

but because of the infatuation she felt she held for you as a result of your attention. 

[12] The only mitigating factor that is available to you, the Crown says, is the fact 

you have, by your guilty plea, acknowledged your offending at an early stage. 

[13] I have been referred to a number of cases: R v Johnson1, R v H (CA94/08)2 

and also of Jackson v Crown Law Office3

[14] Because of the culpability factors I have mentioned, the Crown says to me 

this warrants a starting point of four years’ imprisonment and that an uplift for the 

cannabis offending would be appropriate.  They suggest three months. 

, which they rightly point out is very 

similar type offending to what has occurred on this occasion.  

                                                 
1 R v Johnson [2010] NZCA 168 
2 R v H (CA94/08) [2008] NZCA 537 
3 Jackson v Crown Law Office [2014] NZHC 2425 



 

 

[15] Your counsel has filed submissions as well, which I have read, and he is not 

actually different from what the Crown suggests in terms of starting points.  He says 

I should not take into account your previous convictions because you have none for 

this type of offending.  He says I should only uplift for the cannabis offending by one 

month.  He accepts it as being a discrete offence. 

[16] This offending came about as a result of a meeting with the victim and within 

a short time period you started grooming that victim by sending her the text 

messages.  This led to you going and meeting with her and the sexual connections 

then took place.  This was all done by you with the knowledge of the girl’s age. 

[17] Denunciation and deterrence for you and others and the protection of the 

community and accountability are the purposes and principles of sentencing I need 

to take into account.  I need to consider the effects on the victim which I have 

mentioned are in the victim impact statement, and take into account the fact you did 

plead guilty, but also the need to be consistent with other decisions and sentences 

imposed for like-offending. 

[18] The cases I have referred to, and in particular Jackson v Crown Law Office is, 

as I say, an apposite case where the starting point was one of four years’ 

imprisonment. 

[19] Here, the aggravating features I find are the age disparity, the knowledge that 

you had of your age before the sexual activity took place, the vulnerability of the 

victim, and the planning that went into the offending by ensuring that you were alone 

with the victim. 

[20] The only mitigation I can find in your credit is a discount for your guilty plea. 

[21] The starting point, taking into account the factors I have mentioned, is one of 

four years’ imprisonment.  The sexual activity was as a result of a long period of 

grooming and any lesser starting point would not reflect the gravity of this offending.  



 

 

[22] As to the cannabis operation, I accept the cannabis was for your personal use 

but the set up was somewhat sophisticated.  If you were appearing for sentence only 

on the cultivation of cannabis, more likely than not you would not receive a custodial 

sentence.  But in order to penalise you and reflect the fact it is a discrete offence, 

a two-month uplift is warranted in respect of the cannabis operation you had. 

[23] The sentence then, on a totality basis, would be one of four years and two 

months.  I would have to check whether or not that is too high as a starting point.  

When I look at it in the context of this offending, I am of the view it is not and that it 

is an appropriate starting point for sentencing in respect of all these matters. 

[24] You must get a full discount for your guilty plea of 25 percent.  That means 

the end sentence would be one of three years and two months’ imprisonment. 

[25] Mr Claver has suggested in his submissions I should give you a further 

discount for no prior convictions for sexual offending, but the prolonged grooming 

and the multiple sexual connection matters you are facing sentence weigh against 

that.  I decline to give you any further discounts. 

[26] Accordingly, on each matter, you are sentenced to three years and two 

months’ imprisonment.  Because I have now sentenced you to imprisonment for 

a qualifying offence and you are over the age of 18 years, you become a registerable 

offender under the Child Protection (Child Sex Offender Government Agency 

Registration) Act 2016, the qualifying offence being sexual connection under 

s 134(1) Crimes Act 1961.  You will therefore be given full details of the registration 

before you leave Court today but you are now subject to that legislation.  

[27] There will be an order for the destruction of the cannabis and the equipment. 

 
M J Callaghan 
District Court Judge 
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