
EDITORIAL NOTE: PERSONAL/COMMERCIAL DETAILS ONLY HAVE BEEN 

DELETED. 

R v POLLY SHAW [2016] NZDC 26943 [4 July 2016] 

 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT 

AT WHANGANUI  

CRI-2014-083-001898 

[2016] NZDC 26943 

 

THE QUEEN 

 

 

v 

 

 

POLLY SHAW 

 

 

Hearing: 

 

4 July 2016 

 

Appearances: 

 

H C Mallalieu for the Crown  

O S Winter for the Defendant  

 

Judgment: 

 

4 July 2016 

 

 

NOTES OF JUDGE I D R CAMERON ON SENTENCING 

 

 

[1] Polly Shaw has pleaded guilty to two charges of cultivation of cannabis, one 

of theft of electricity at a value of over $1000 and finally conspiring to cultivate 

cannabis.  

[2] The rather lengthy facts are these, that on 18 August 2014, the Wellington 

covert operations group commenced an investigation code named Operation 

Yesterday.  Operation Yesterday related to an organised commercial cannabis 

cultivation and distribution network operating in the Wellington and Whanganui 

areas that has been responsible for the sale of over $1 million of cannabis over the 

past few years.   

[3] The principal offender in this network was Cameron Shaw, who is the 

younger brother of this defendant, Polly Shaw.  The investigation included the 

analysis of text message data on cellphones belonging to the defendant, and her 



 

 

co-offenders Cameron Shaw, Dale Shaw, who is Cameron Shaw’s son, 

Valencia Little, who is Cameron Shaw’s partner, Maxwell Lightband, who is the 

defendant’s husband, and an associate Christopher Barr, over the period 

1 September 2014 and 11 December 2014 and observations of their movements 

between this period after detailed examination and analysis of the text message 

content from the cellphone records.  A number of text messages were identified as 

showing the defendants Little, Dale Shaw, Maxwell Lightband and 

Christopher Barr’s knowledge and involvement in the cultivation and conspiring to 

cultivate cannabis. 

[4] In relation to the first charge of cultivation of cannabis, relating to [number 

deleted] George Street, Whanganui, between 16 September and 11 December 2014, 

Cameron Shaw had regular text message conversations with the defendant and her 

husband Maxwell Lightband.  Several of these conversations showed the defendant 

and Lightband would go to Little’s address of [number deleted] George Street to 

water and care for the cannabis plants while Little and Cameron Shaw were away.   

[5] On 7 November 2014, Little text Cameron Shaw in a panic because she 

believed a police van was parked outside her address and wanted the cannabis 

removed.  Cameron Shaw immediately contacted the defendant and Lightband and 

asked if they could assist Little to remove the cannabis plants and equipment, which 

they did.   

[6] On 11 December 2014, police executed a search warrant at Little’s home 

address at [number deleted] George Street.  In a spare bedroom police located a large 

black grow lab tent which contained two cannabis plants and 153 cannabis seedlings 

growing under six LED grow lights.  Some 33 of the seedlings had specific name 

tags.  Also in the bedroom were containers of various plant fertilisers, a pH test kit, 

Jiffy pots, packets of cannabis seeds, a Maximum Yield magazine and other 

equipment used in the cultivation of cannabis. 

[7] On the floor of the bedroom was a large white bucket that contained a 

quantity of dried cannabis head and on the couch was 42.6 grams of cannabis head in 



 

 

a plastic shopping bag.  In the lounge was a black sports bag containing 26.4 grams 

of cannabis leaf and 25.8 grams of cannabis head in a zip lock bag.   

[8] In terms of yields and values from [number deleted] George Street, cannabis 

plants that are grown indoors can yield up to a pound of dried cannabis plant 

material per plant grown and be harvested three to four times a year.  A conservative 

estimate based on three cycles being cultivated in a year, would have netted the 

defendants 186 pounds of cannabis over the three cultivations.  If this was sold by 

the pound for a conservative price of $3500 per pound, the defendants could have 

earned some $651,000. 

[9] In terms of [number deleted] Roberts Avenue, Whanganui which founds the 

second charge of cultivation of cannabis, on the same date, 11 December 2014, 

police executed a search warrant at that address.  That address was unoccupied and 

was owned by Lightband’s son.  Police discovered three bedrooms and the garage 

had been lined with white plastic and converted into a purpose-built hydroponic 

rooms for growing cannabis.   

[10] In total, police located 102 cannabis plants and 123 cannabis seedlings 

growing under LED lights with electric fans and large carbon air filters built in.  

Located in a drying room was two bags containing 1774 grams of cannabis plant 

stalks, a bag containing 2680 grams of cannabis plant material, a 20 litre container of 

isopropyl alcohol, a collapsible drying rack, two pedestal fans and other equipment 

used in the cultivation of cannabis.  

[11] In a storage shed police located 771 grams of cannabis plant material, 

13 cloth planter bags, 84 plastic pots, 215 hydroponic irrigation baskets, a bag of 

hydroponic clay beads, five fluorescent grow lamps, six grow light shields, and three 

20 litre containers of Nutrifield Coco fertiliser, a rotor shredder and other equipment 

including irrigation tubing, grow trays, transformers and drying racks used in the 

cultivation of cannabis. 



 

 

[12] In the laundry was three empty 20 litre containers of isopropyl alcohol, four 

grow lights, clay pebbles, a grow tent and other equipment used in the cultivation of 

cannabis. 

[13] Located in the lounge was 234 grams of dried cannabis plant material, 

25 plastic pots, two pedestal fans, two submain power boxes, a partly used box of a 

thousand Jiffys, spare grow lamps, clay pebbles, one and a half full 13 gallon bags of 

Nutrifield NF Coco premium organic plant medium and three empty bags, 85 cloth 

plant bags, a 20 litre container of isopropyl alcohol and other equipment used in the 

cultivation of cannabis. 

[14] In the kitchen police located 2278 grams of shredded cannabis plant material, 

a spoon with cannabis oil residue on it, a hot plate, two empty 20 litre containers of 

isopropyl alcohol, brand new Jiffys, pH metres, Clonax containers, transformers, 

timers, chemicals, fertilisers and other equipment used in the cultivation of cannabis, 

a forest, a garden shredder containing remnants of cannabis plants was also located 

in the garage.   

[15] Throughout the address police located a further 1232 grams of cannabis 

cabbage, 182 grams of cannabis stalks and other equipment and materials used in the 

cultivation and production of cannabis oil. 

[16] In terms of yields and values, a conservative estimate based on the evidence 

of three cycles having been cultivated would have netted the defendant and her 

associates 270 pounds of cannabis over the three cultivations.  If this was sold by the 

pound at the conservative value of $3500 a pound, the defendant and her associates 

could have earned some $945,000. 

[17] An examination of the wiring at that address, [number deleted] Roberts 

Avenue, showed that it had been configured so as to bypass the mains power board.  

By this means, the defendant and her husband Mr Lightband and others were 

powering their cannabis growing operation using electricity stolen from the [victim 

power supplier] . 



 

 

[18] Police inquiries established that the power account had been set up in a false 

name by Cameron Shaw.  It is estimated that the defendant and Mr Lightband and 

others were growing cannabis over a 26 month period.  An electrical inspector 

inspected the address for an assessment of the power used.  A conservative estimate 

of the power used is $19,870.15.  Reparation is sought for that amount which 

includes electrical inspectors’ fees. 

[19] An analysis of the text message data between 16 September and 

11 December 2014 showed this defendant and her husband, Maxwell Lightband, 

would go to the Roberts Avenue address to water and care for the plants.  Police 

inquiries established that Mr Lightband would go to the Roberts Avenue address 

almost daily.   

[20] Then in relation to the conspiracy to cultivate the cannabis, during the 

investigation the police established the defendant was involved in financing and 

construction of a large warehouse which, with her knowledge, was intended to be 

used to grow cannabis on a large scale.   

[21] On 17 October 2014, Dayle Shaw, Cameron Shaw, Lightband and Barr 

travelled to an address in Taita, Lower Hutt, where they had a meeting with an 

associated known as “Jack”.  On 20 October 2014, Cameron Shaw sent Lightband a 

text asking how he got on with the agent.  Lightband replied that he had not heard 

yet and Cameron Shaw replied that he had sent the agent Lightband’s cellphone 

number. 

[22] Police inquiries have established they were talking about a real estate agent. 

[23] On 22 October 2014 the defendant sent Cameron Shaw a text message saying 

that the papers had been signed that morning and that he needed to transfer $15,000 

to [Name deleted] Real Estate Limited with the reference code “Papaiti Road”. 

[24] On 28 November 2014, the defendant sent a text to Cameron Shaw asking for 

a copy of Dayle Shaw’s driver’s licence for Customs.  Between 28 November and 

8 December 2014, Cameron Shaw, Dayle Shaw, Lightband and Barr worked on the 



 

 

construction of the Papaiti address.  This involved building internal rooms where 

cannabis would be grown on a large scale. 

[25] On 10 December 2014, the defendant sent a text to Cameron Shaw, her 

brother, saying her and her husband Lightband had just had a fight, “due to closing 

Robs” and Lightband could not handle having no money.  Robs is a reference to the 

cannabis grow at [number deleted] Roberts Avenue.  Cameron Shaw replied by 

telling the defendant it does not matter because the warehouse would be pumping 

soon, indicating that the defendant was going to get a share of the profits.  The 

warehouse is a reference to [number deleted] Papaiti Road. 

[26] The same day Cameron Shaw sent a text to Lightband that he was ordering 

certain material and he was going to use different ducting for the air intake so as not 

to use the insulated stuff at the building.  Later the same day Cameron Shaw sent a 

text to Lightband advising him that the kits were in the country waiting to be cleared 

by Customs. 

[27] On 11 December 2014, police execute a search warrant at the [number 

deleted] Papaiti Road address, the address is a 476 square metre warehouse.  The 

interior of the premises was in the process of being converted into a large indoor 

greenhouse complete with partition walls and electrical wiring.  Located at the 

address were carbon filters, electrical equipment, hand drawn plans and other 

equipment used in the cultivation of cannabis.  

[28] On 13 December 2014, 50 LED lights weighing approximately 

600 kilograms arrived in New Zealand addressed to River Air Limited, Porirua, the 

account which the defendant and her associates had opened.  The lights had been 

ordered by Lightband and had Cameron Shaw’s cellphone number printed on the 

consignment note.  The LED lights were identical to numerous other LED lights 

located at cannabis growing addresses operated by Cameron Shaw and his 

associates. 

[29] So those are the facts.  In terms of the defendant’s criminal history, she has no 

previous convictions.  I have read her pre-sentence report.  She is now 51 years of 



 

 

age.  She is assessed as being at low risk of re-offending.  She claims to have been 

dragged into the offending by her brother Cameron Shaw, but the reality is that she 

was an active participant in the operation, motivated by profit. 

[30] She advised the pre-sentence writer that she never used drugs, which I note is 

contrary to what she told Detective Constable Priest when interviewed.  She said at 

that time that she smoked cannabis two or three times a week. 

[31] She expressed remorse but that has to be seen against her attempt to vacate 

her guilty pleas on two of the three cannabis charges, which is inconsistent with a 

remorseful person.  This was a subject of a separate application which was fully 

defended and the Court ruled against allowing her to vacate that guilty plea. 

[32] She claims that she did not condone drug dealing or drug use which quite 

frankly is a ridiculous assertion to make given her involvement in a very large drug 

cultivation programme. 

[33] I need to hold her accountable for what she did and denounce her conduct 

and deter others from dealing in controlled drugs.   

[34] As made clear in the authority of Jarden v R
1
, a decision of the Supreme 

Court, personal circumstances of those convicted of dealing in controlled drugs are 

subordinated to the importance for deterrence. 

[35] In terms of the sentencing itself, the lead authority on cultivation of cannabis 

is of course R v Terewi.
2
  Category 3 as it is identified in that case deals with large 

scale commercial growing, usually with a considerable degree of sophistication and 

organisation and a starting point will generally be four years or more for such 

offending. 

[36] In this case, both properties were fully equipped for the cultivation of 

cannabis.  At the Roberts Avenue address were four hydroponic growing rooms and a 

drying room and the mains power had been diverted so as to provide free electricity 
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 Jarden v R [2008] 3 NZLR 612. 

2
 R v Terewi, [1999] 3 NZLR 62 (CA). 



 

 

for the operation, which given the quantity of the electricity estimated to have been 

used is a serious aggravating feature of this offending. 

[37] That diversion of electricity must have been known to this defendant because 

it was her husband who diverted the power and she was a regular visitor to that 

property to assist with the caring of plants and as stated at the Roberts Avenue 

address there are no less than 102 cannabis plants and 123 cannabis seedlings.  At 

the George Street there were 153 cannabis seedlings and two cannabis plants and it is 

an inference that can and ought to be drawn that the intention was to transfer the 

seedlings from George Street to the warehouse. 

[38] In terms of this defendant’s involvement, the text messaging establishes that 

she signed the offer for the premises, that is the warehouse, she signed the lease 

agreement for it, she arranged for her brother to pay the deposit, assisted with 

preparing the premises by painting, and was going to participate in the substantial 

profit which was anticipated from the operation. 

[39] In terms of the conspiracy charge, R v Te Rure
3
, stated that the guidelines in 

R v Fatu
4
 apply to conspiracies to supply methamphetamine and by analogy, 

R v Terewi can and should be used as a guideline for conspiracies to cultivate 

cannabis.  In this case there is no distinction between the maximum penalties 

between cultivation of cannabis and conspiracy to cultivate cannabis.   

[40] This defendant’s involvement in the conspiracy was as described in the facts 

but it is accepted that it was less than her husband, Maxwell Lightband.  

Nevertheless she had an active involvement overall including the leasing of the 

premises and she was going to share in the profits. 

[41] Mr Winter, who appears on her behalf, stresses that she maintains that she 

was going to carry out a legitimate business practice of growing lettuces and the like 

at the intended premises, namely the warehouse.  Whether that is correct or not I do 

not know.  What I do know is that she has pleaded guilty to conspiring to use those 

                                                 
3
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premises for a substantial cultivation growing operation and it is for that that she is 

being sentenced to today.   

[42] When dealing with her husband Mr Lightband, I adopted a starting point of 

four and a half years’ imprisonment when I sentenced him on 13 June 2016.  

Recognising her lesser role than that of her husband’s, I adopt a starting point of 

four years’ imprisonment in relation to the cannabis offending for this defendant. 

[43] I then apply what I consider to be a generous discount to the starting point 

level and would reduce that for her previous good character to 40 months’ 

imprisonment.   

[44] As mentioned, this defendant sought to vacate her guilty pleas in relation to 

two of the three cannabis charges.  This was unsuccessful.  It would be open for 

the Court to apply a lesser discount for her guilty plea as a result of her actions.  

However, I adopt the generous discount of the full 25 percent in relation to her guilty 

pleas notwithstanding her efforts to vacate them and that reduces the level to 

30 months’ imprisonment, namely two years, six months’ imprisonment. 

[45] As to reparation, as with her husband I see little point in ordering it, because 

she is not in a position to make any such payment and accordingly there will be no 

order for reparation and Genesis Energy is free to take steps in the civil Court to 

recover that sum from this defendant should they so wish. 

[46] Accordingly in relation to all three drugs charges, this defendant is convicted 

and sentenced to two years, six months’ imprisonment.  In terms of the theft of 

electricity, which was treated as an aggravating feature of the drug offending, she is 

convicted and sentenced to one year’s imprisonment, concurrent with the two years, 

six months. 

  



 

 

[47] -I make an order for destruction of all drug-related paraphernalia.   

 

 

 

 

 

I D R Cameron  

District Court Judge 


