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NOTES OF JUDGE R E NEAVE ON SENTENCING 

 

 

[1] Mr Knight, you are for sentence this afternoon on six charges of burglary, one 

charge of receiving and one charge of possession of instruments for burglary, you 

having been found guilty at trial. 

[2] The circumstances were that you and your co-offender, over a period of about 

eight weeks or slightly less, have obtained entry into numerous private houses and 

taken various amounts of property with a loss of over $60,000 in total to the various 

complainants and/or their insurers.  At times some of the items being taken being 

those with significant sentimental and personal value.  Entry has been gained by 

forcing your way into properties throughout Christchurch.  You do not seem to have 

confined your attentions to one area and in each case these were private dwelling 

houses. 



 

 

[3] Victim impact statements have been filed by some of the complainants.  They 

reveal the standard reactions of those who have been burgled.  They reflect the 

sentimental value of some of the items which were taken which were effectively 

priceless.  Also the sense of invasion that follows when a burglary has occurred 

should not be overlooked; people no longer feel safe in their houses and that is a 

terrible thing to visit on anyone.  There has been inconvenience and difficulties, for 

example one of the complainants had to apply for new passports, that is not 

something which happens overnight.  People are having difficulty sleeping, they 

worry that burglars may return and they feel anger and frustration.   

[4] Regrettably all those emotions are extremely familiar to those of us who have 

to read these statements day in, day out.  However, the fact that they are common 

does not in any way mean that the significance of them should be overlooked.  

Burglary, as is most crime, is an exercise in utter selfishness on the part of those who 

commit them.  All they are concerned about are their own interests without a 

moment’s thought for innocent members of the public who usually have had to work 

for items, have gone out, knuckled down, paid for things and then to have someone 

come and break into their house, where they are entitled to feel secure, and take 

things is incredibly distressing. 

[5] This was obviously premeditated offending.  The rate of offending was over a 

very short space of time and spread throughout Christchurch and it is probably 

appropriate to regard this as what in some cases has been referred to as a spree set of 

burglaries.  These were all entries into dwelling houses, that is to say private homes.  

As I have said a significant amount of property was taken with significant emotional 

effect and the loss of personal items.   

[6] Some of this offending occurred whilst you were on bail and in addition there 

is a further charge of receiving and possession of instruments.  I do not propose to 

add anything to the possession of instruments charge because that is simply a 

reflection of the fact of this being a premeditated series of burglaries and I have 

already taken that into account in identifying aggravating circumstances. 



 

 

[7] In both the submissions of Ms Boshier for the Crown, Mr Starling for you 

and in respect of the earlier sentencing indication that was conducted starting points 

of between four and five years have been adopted for similar types of burglary 

sprees.  There are no tariff cases and each case must be viewed against the individual 

circumstances.   

[8] I note that the offending occurred in the course of your exceptionally toxic 

relationship with Ms Blackburn who I am sure is no innocent wilting violet in all of 

this but you were the elder of the two and ought to have had more sense. 

[9] I note also that you do not have a lengthy history and indeed no history of 

burglary so it is all the more disappointing and surprising that you should have 

offended in this way and really there is only one dishonesty matter in your history.  It 

is clear that drugs have been your ruin. 

[10] The pre-sentence report that was completed in October made, quite frankly, 

dismal reading.  You were completely unrepentant, looking at casting responsibility 

everywhere but where it lay, namely with you and Ms Blackburn, and were prepared 

to make scurrilous accusations about anybody rather than face up to your own 

responsibility.  However, it is possible that that was still while you were processing 

your own culpability in all this.   

[11] Mr Starling has handed me a letter today which I have to say reflects very 

different mindset and one which is much more appropriate and one which I am much 

happier to read, needless to say.  There seems to be a much greater willingness to 

accept responsibility for your actions recognising too that you need to put significant 

distance between yourself and Ms Blackburn.  That is not going to be easy because 

of the child that binds you but that does not mean to say you have to fall back into 

old patterns of behaviour and I would expect your ultimate release to be putting 

conditions in place to make sure that that does not occur.   

[12] You express the view that you wish to get back to productive work and 

recognise that there is plenty still to be done in the Christchurch community and that 

is undoubtedly the case.  Certainly I much prefer having you being productive in that 



 

 

fashion than committing burglaries.  I will take that letter at face value and give you 

some credit for a willingness to knuckle down and start addressing issues. 

[13] You have had a lengthy period in custody so if that reflects your attitude I 

would imagine there would be little standing between you and an early reference to 

the Parole Board.  They will not be likely fooled so if that is just talk it will be 

somewhat unproductive. 

[14] There needs to be an uplift for the fact that some of this offending did occur 

whilst you were on bail.  You appeared on 28 March on dishonesty charges, 

including some of the offending which was before the jury.  You were granted bail 

on 28 March yet you carried on committing further burglaries.  That is a significant 

aggravating feature.  I think a starting point of four years is an ample starting point.  

It is not too far different from where Judge Keller was proposing to start in the 

sentencing indication.  

[15] I think there needs to be a significant uplift for those who continue to offend 

in a serious way whilst on bail.  The message needs to be sent out that that simply 

will not be tolerated and significant punishment will follow from it, so that is an 

uplift of nine months.   

[16] I will give you credit for your more recent change of heart in recognition of 

the need to take responsibility and move on with your life.  I will give you a small 

amount of credit because that is really all that is available to me.  That brings me 

down to a sentence of four years six months imprisonment which is slightly less, I 

think, than was originally on offer, but that reflects your willingness to address your 

issues.  That sentence will be imposed on charges 2, 4, 8, 9, 10 and 11.  On charge 3 

you are sentenced to three months imprisonment, that is a concurrent term.  On the 

charge of possession of instruments for burglary, charge 5, you are convicted and 

discharged.   

[17] For clarification that is four years six months on the burglary charges, 

three months on the receiving charge and convicted and discharged on the possession 

of instruments for burglary. 



 

 

[18] You are convicted and discharged on the community work and that sentence 

is cancelled. 

 

 

R E Neave 

District Court Judge 


