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NOTES OF JUDGE R L B SPEAR ON SENTENCING 

 

[1] Jason Pope, you are for sentence following your pleas of guilty to 45 charges 

of dishonestly using a document, six of impersonating a police officer and five of 

burglary. 

[2] Your pleas of guilty were entered on 18 January 2017 at the time of a 

sentence indication hearing that was just the Friday before you were due to stand 

trial on all these charges. 

[3] There was a change of counsel to Mr Prentice close to the trial time.  He 

sought a sentence indication on that Friday.  I stood the matter down until the 

afternoon so that counsel would be prepared to address the court on the question of 

sentence.  I was motivated to deal with the sentence indication at short notice, and at 

very much the eleventh hour primarily to avoid having the various elderly 

complainants having to come to Court. 



 

 

[4] As I indicated in a decision that I gave that day, and after hearing from 

counsel,  I considered that a total sentence of four years nine months’ imprisonment 

was appropriate.  You took time that afternoon to discuss that sentence indication 

with Mr Prentice.   When court resumed, you confirmed your acceptance of the 

sentence indicated and pleas of guilty to all charges were entered.  One of the 

impersonation charges was withdrawn beforehand. 

[5] The facts of the offending are set out in some detail primarily in the sentence 

indication decision given on 18 January 2017, but it is perhaps important that I just 

summarise again exactly what you did. 

[6] There are eight separate sets of complainants.  In the main, they were elderly 

residents of either Te Awamutu or Hamilton.  Through one artifice or other, and 

primarily by burglary, you managed to enter the complainant’s properties and steal 

from them their credit cards or bank cards.  Within a short period of time you 

contacted them, claiming to be a police officer, indicating that their card had been 

found and that they had obviously been stolen, and then managed to obtain the PIN 

numbers for those cards from the complainants under the guise of offering to ensure 

that the cards were blocked; that is, not able to be used.  

[7] What happened was that within 15 to 30 minutes of obtaining those PIN 

numbers you plundered the credit of the various complainants, obtaining cash and 

making purchases.  All up, a total of $9,543.90 was obtained in either cash or 

purchases was obtained by you over this three week period. 

[8] Now this was the conduct of a conman.  It was arrogant offending.  It was 

cynical offending and it is quite deplorable that you felt able to target the elderly and 

the vulnerable.  It says a lot about you and none of it is good.   

[9] You have indicated that you are remorseful.  I do not believe you.  It is very 

easy to say that, but what is hard and much harder than just merely uttering words is 

living with a commitment that is based upon remorse.  I simply look back at your 

criminal history.  It is extensive.  It involves numerous convictions for dishonest 

offending and significantly many for burglary and for this type of offending.  



 

 

Essentially you have gone back to your old ways including impersonating police 

officers.   

[10] It is conduct that requires a condign sentence.  It is conduct that requires a 

sentence that marks society’s outrage that someone has acted so cynically, so 

arrogantly and so totally without remorse, particularly given the targeting of the 

elderly and the vulnerable. 

[11] This is serious offending of its type.  While I am required to impose upon you 

the least restrictive outcome, the sentence indication decision that I gave confirmed 

that a sentence of imprisonment was required and on the basis that you pleaded 

guilty that day to those charges it would be a sentence of four years nine months’ 

imprisonment. 

[12] Today I have been asked to adjourn the sentencing hearing on the basis that 

you have money coming to you from a compensation arrangement.  That application 

for an adjournment is opposed by the Crown who say it is all very last minute and 

there is no confirmation of it.  You have indeed fines and reparation outstanding as it 

is. 

[13] A fines summary revealed to the probation officer indicates that you owe a 

total of $13,304.97 of which $9602.30 is in reparation.  The reparation has been 

outstanding for a long period of time and of course it is now matched almost exactly 

by the reparation sought for your current offending. 

[14] It is important that there is some level of closure provided to the 

complainants.  Working into never-never land on a promise to make reparation for 

someone who has owed reparation of a similar amount for so long does not appeal. 

[15] It is appropriate that we proceed to sentence.  

[16]  On each and every one of the charges of dishonestly using a document you 

are sentenced to four years nine months’ imprisonment.  That is a sentence that 

recognises the aggravating features to this offending: that there are multiple victims, 



 

 

that the offending happened over a three week period, the amount involved, the 

targeting of the elderly and vulnerable, the entry into their homes using various 

excuses and the fact that it was designed solely to provide you with funds to feed 

your drug habit. 

[17] The other charges of impersonating a police officer and the burglary, they are 

simply aggravating features to this offending.  They simply aggravate the offending 

but need to be recognised because they are charged separately.  For each of the 

charges of impersonating a police officer, nine months’ imprisonment.  For each of 

the burglary charges, three years’ imprisonment. 

[18] So the total sentence is one of four years nine months’ imprisonment. 

[19] As Mr McWilliam has mentioned, any payment of reparation from funds you 

say are coming to you is one that is likely to resonate with the Parole Board when it 

comes time for it to consider your release.  You would certainly be in a better 

position to explain to the Parole Board that you are genuinely remorseful if you are 

able to meet the reparation that is outstanding.   I record this now so that the 

Parole Board knows that you attempted to explain to the Court that this is what you 

wanted to do today if the funds become available to you.  Whether you apply that to 

meet what you owe or not will obviously be a matter of which the Parole Board will 

take account when they come to decide whether you should be granted parole at that 

particular time. 

[20] No reparation ordered as you are not in a position to pay it. 

 
Judge RLB Spear  
___________________ 
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Criminal Procedure Rules 2012 

 

 

 


