
EDITORIAL NOTE: NO SUPPRESSION APPLIED. 

R v PAUL HEMANA TIPENE [2016] NZDC 25800 [15 December 2016] 

 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT 
AT NAPIER 

CRI-2016-025-000374 
[2016] NZDC 25800 

 
THE QUEEN 

 
 
v 

 
 

PAUL HEMANA TIPENE 
 
 
Hearing: 

 
15 December 2016 

 
Appearances: 

 
M McClenaghan for the Crown (via video link) 
J Rainger for the Defendant  

 
Judgment: 

 
15 December 2016 

 
 

NOTES OF JUDGE G A REA ON SENTENCING 

 
 

[1] Mr Tipene, you are here for sentence on eight burglaries and two using 

documents dishonestly charges.  With the exception of a burglary in Matamata, all of 

the rest of the offending has taken place in either: Dunedin, Christchurch or mainly 

the Central Otago region.  It is not necessary for me to go through individually and 

outline all of the facts.   

[2] Suffice to say that the first of the burglaries recorded is of a rest home in 

Cromwell in Central Otago where you got away with $2742.  You then targeted 

another rest home in Gore in Eastern Southland where $1600 was taken.   

[3] You then burgled a small shop in the Central Otago town of Clyde and took 

$150 worth of stuff.  You have then burgled a hotel in Arrowtown where you 

obtained in excess of $3600. 



 

 

[4] You have also used a document that you obtained from an 84 year old victim 

in the Remarkables Shopping Centre in Queenstown to get over $5000 worth of 

goods.  You have burgled a property in Dunedin where a 70 year old was living and 

got, from there, $7200+ in goods.   

[5] You have carried out another burglary in Dunedin with a 64 year old victim 

where a small amount was taken and you have burgled a retirement home in 

Christchurch where you have obtained more than $1000 and a country lodge in 

Matamata where you have obtained almost $1000. 

[6] What is evident from the facts is that you target the vulnerable, the elderly, 

the rest homes, and you do it to make a living by the look of it. 

[7] You come to Court today with an appalling record.  You have 19 previous 

burglary convictions in the Adult Court.  You have 77 other dishonesty convictions 

in the Adult Court and you have 11 Youth Court burglaries and five other Youth 

Court dishonesty offences.   

[8] There are a number of aggravating features overall.  The nature of the 

premises that you have targeted, the number of burglaries, the type of the 

complainants and the amounts that you have got away with which is over $15,000 all 

have to be taken into account. 

[9] You pleaded not guilty to many of these charges and it has taken a 

considerable time for them to be resolved and while I am prepared to agree with the 

Crown submissions that you get a discount for your plea, I consider you are lucky to 

get the sort of discount that is being suggested. 

[10] Rather than look at the matter as the Crown has, I have taken an overall view 

of what all of this offending represents and I consider that the starting point over 

everything is a term of four years and six months’ imprisonment.  That has to be 

uplifted by nine months to reflect your past convictions and that takes it to five years 

and three months. 



 

 

[11] You are entitled to a 15 percent discount which, as I have said, I regard as 

generous for the fact that you have eventually pleaded guilty and that leaves a 

sentence of four years and three months which will be imposed on each of the 

sentences. 

[12] On all of the charges that you face you will be sentenced to four years and 

three months’ imprisonment on each of the charges.   

[13] I consider that this is an appropriate case to impose a minimum non-parole 

period.  I consider that it is necessary to hold you accountable for the harm done to 

the victims and to the community by your offending.   

[14] I consider it necessary to denounce your conduct in the way that you have 

carried out these offences and to deter you and others from committing similar 

offending into the future and importantly, the protection of the community must be 

looked at.   

[15] In my view, a longer period than the minimum parole period is required and 

on that basis there will be a minimum non-parole period in relation to each of the 

charges of two years and three months’ imprisonment. 

[16] The reparation comes to $15,720.55 but I agree with the Crown prosecutor 

that in your circumstances it would be illusory to order you to pay that.  You do not 

have it and you have got no prospect of having it for some years to come. 

 

 

 
G A Rea 
District Court Judge 
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