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NOTES OF JUDGE D J McDONALD ON SENTENCING 

 

[1] Mr Williams, on 7 April 2017 you pleaded guilty to a charge of with intent to 

cause grievous bodily harm, that is really serious harm, to [Victim 1] you caused her 

grievous bodily harm and with intent to cause grievous bodily harm to [Victim 2] 

you wounded her.  This was set down for a disputed facts hearing today.  You elected 

to act for yourself.  I was concerned about that and so I appointed Mr Sayes.  You 

discussed your case with him and as a result you have abandoned your challenge to 

the facts.   

[2] I acknowledge [Victim 1] and [Victim 2] are here today.  They both had read 

to me their victim impact statements.  A person would have to have a hard heart not 

to be deeply moved by what they have said.  I do not take any personal criticism 

about what they said concerning the way this case has been progressed through this 

Court.   We, and that includes I, do our level best to ensure that victims are fully 

engaged in the process.  We are rightfully proud in this registry of the support that is 



 

 

given by our victims’ advisers to all victims and I hope that both of you have been 

helped by them.  Because of the way that I must sentence in accordance with the law 

the majority of what I say during a sentencing process is directed towards the 

prisoner, the person who has committed the offences.  That does not mean I will put 

to one side what you have said to me through your victim impact reports.  It does not 

mean that I will not take into account the effect that it has had on you both which has 

been profound.  It is important that victims come along and listen and hear what the 

Judge says, to hear what the lawyers say and to have their own say.  I am extremely 

grateful that both of you have done that today. 

[3] I must set out in brief terms the facts on which I sentence you Mr Williams.  

[Victim 1] and [Victim 2] lived a short distance away from you back in September 

2015, [Victim 1] knew you.  At about 9.30 pm on 8 September 2015 they were at 

their home address.  They had drunk a small amount of alcohol, [Victim 1] decided 

that she did not want to drink anymore alcohol but thought she would purchase a 

cannabis tinnie down the road instead to help her sleep.  She was caring for her 

father who was [medical details deleted] but other arrangements had been made on 

that particular night, quite properly in my view, so that she could have a night off.  

The pair of them walked down the road to your address knowing that you were a 

person from whom cannabis could be purchased and had done so before.  As they 

reached the corner of [address deleted] they met up with a third person who joined 

them on the walk down to your address.   

[4] Only [Victim 1] walked into your home.  She did not want to turn up at your 

door with people you may not have known.  You answered the door when she 

knocked.  She asked if she could purchase a cannabis tinnie on tick, that is take a 

cannabis tinnie and pay for it later.  For some reason not really explained to me or 

explained at all you became incredibly angry at her asking for that.  You began to 

verbally abuse her.  She decided to leave but as she did so she made a comment that 

you could keep your tinnie.  As she walked along the path back towards the gate of 

your home you picked up a metal pipe approximately 120 centimetres in length, 

approached her from behind and began swinging at her head, she became aware of 

the attack on her and tried to put up her arms to protect her head.   



 

 

[5] [Victim 2] saw her partner being attacked.  She ran down to see if she could 

protect her from any further blows that you were raining down on her partner, it was 

very brave to do that thinking more of her partner than herself.  She placed herself 

between you and her partner.  You then began striking [Victim 2] numerous times 

about the head and face with the metal pole.  They managed to back away from your 

assault through the gate and down the road.  The third person who was there who 

had not taken part at all but had remained some distance away noticed how seriously 

they were injured.  An ambulance was called and both were transported to the 

Whangarei Base Hospital. 

[6]  Both victims received serious injuries.  [Victim 1] had a broken left forearm, 

a dislocated left elbow, cuts to her right temple, multiple bruises on her arms and 

upper body and a serious bruise which was thought initially to be a possible fracture 

to her right cheek.  [Victim 2] received serious facial injuries including losing the 

loss of the sight in her right eye, was bruised and battered.  How this could have 

come about Mr Williams over a simple request for a tinnie on credit which you 

refused is beyond me.     

[7] I have regard to the purposes and principles of sentencing.  To hold you 

accountable, to deter and denounce your conduct and to provide for the interests of 

the victims.  I will not go through the victim impact statements, they have been read 

to me.  You have devastated their lives, put a serious strain on their relationship and 

robbed [Victim 1] of her last days with her father.  I need to be consistent and impose 

the least restrictive starting point.   

[8] The guideline judgment is R v Taueki 
1
.  That decision provides guidance to 

sentencing Judges for the crimes of the type that you have pleaded guilty to, it sets 

out a number of factors that can be assessed following that assessment, what the 

appropriate band is of the offending and where in that band a prisoner’s sentence 

should fall.    

[9] The factors I take into account here are there: 

                                                 
1
 R v Taueki [2005] 3 NZLR 372 (CA) AKA R v Ridley, R v Roberts 



 

 

(1) Extreme violence.  There was extreme violence by you towards both 

of these women.   

(2) The use of weapons, you used a metal pipe about 120 centimetres 

long swinging it multiple times for the sole purpose of hitting them. 

(3) Attack to the head, you attacked the head of both of these victims, in 

relation to [Victim 2] that caused serious injury. 

(4) It caused serious injury, there was injury and it was serious by the 

effects on the victims, as I have said it was severe. 

[10] In my view your offending falls within band 2, in the middle of that range.  I 

consider a start point for your offending, before taking into account any personal 

matters, of six years eight months is appropriate.   

[11] I look at personal factors.  You have a long list of previous convictions but 

very little for violence.  It is for a similar type of offending that one must look at 

when deciding what sort of uplift is appropriate.  In my view an uplift of four months 

is appropriate making a start point before any mitigating factors of seven years.   

[12] The only mitigating factor in your case is your plea of guilty.  It came late.  

You have abandoned your disputed facts hearing today so you are entitled to 

something for that.  It would have been a horrendous experience for these two 

women to have to have given evidence and relive what you did to them that night.  

You should be given some credit for that.   

[13] I have a pre-sentence report which is dated of 19 September 2016.  You were 

sent to jail following the writing of that report and so nothing really has changed.  I 

cannot make an order of reparation because you cannot pay anything.  Had you had 

any assets I would have, in a heartbeat, have ordered you to pay something to these 

ladies for what you did. 

[14] The sentence that I impose upon you in relation to each of these is one of five 

years and 11 months’ imprisonment.  They are to be served together. 



 

 

[15] I again acknowledge you are both here today.  No sentence that I can impose 

upon this man is going to bring back what you have lost. 

 

 

 

D J McDonald 

District Court Judge 


