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[1] Miss Harrison you are for sentence today on a variety of charges.  The main 

charge is possession of methamphetamine for the purposes of supply.  There are two 

charges of possession of firearms – one related to a shotgun and the other a 

.22 calibre rifle.  There is one charge of possession of ammunition, one of possession 

of a restricted weapon which was a taser, and one of possession of a 

methamphetamine utensil.  

[2] You pleaded guilty to the drugs charges and to the possession of the taser 

after a pre-trial argument challenging the admissibility of a search.  You maintained 

your not guilty pleas on the firearms based charges and I heard that matter as a Judge 

alone trial a couple of months ago and found you guilty. 



 

 

[3] The facts are set out in a summary of facts.  On 20 November 2015 the police 

went to your address. They observed some items relating to drugs and as a result 

invoked their powers under the Search and Surveillance Act 2012.   

[4] In the lounge there were numerous items of drug related gear including P 

pipes, burners and a Kinder Surprise containing what appeared to be several point 

bags of very small amounts of methamphetamine.  In the bedroom there was a taser 

on top of a set of drawers.   

[5] While searching in the garage at the address the police located a black leather 

couch with a pillow on it.  Inside the pillow was a soft covered toiletry bag with 

approximately $2,870 in cash.  Inside the toiletry bag was also six grams of 

methamphetamine and several re-sealable plastic bags.  Located next to the couch on 

the floor wrapped in a plastic shopping bag were numerous live rounds of shotgun 

and 22 ammunition.  Located behind a set of shelves were some scales and next to 

the couch was a Benelli brand 12 gauge pump action shotgun in a gun bag.  On top 

of a cardboard box was a 22 rifle with a telescopic lens sitting on a tripod.  There 

was also, as I have mentioned, a set of digital scales.  As I recall there was CCTV 

and a sign warning people to stay out of the garage unless they knocked.  

[6] As I say, you had pleaded guilty to the primary charge, albeit after a 

challenge to the search warrant but I found you guilty on some of the other charges.  

[7] There has been a pre-sentence report prepared in relation to you.  It is a really 

positive report in many ways.  You have made excellent efforts at rehabilitation.  You 

have attended a residential course.  You are still on that journey and, as a general 

comment, you have made real changes in your life since having been arrested on this 

matter.  That is very much to your credit because getting out of the kind of hole that 

you were in takes a lot of strength and a lot of effort.  

[8] I think underneath all of this has been the driving aim of getting back in touch 

with your kids and getting custody of them.   I have received quite a number of very 

good references all suggesting that you have put your shoulder to the wheel in terms 

of trying to turn your life around and I certainly take those into account. 



 

 

[9] The recommendation in the pre-sentence report is for home detention.   

[10] I have received submissions from the Crown and from Miss Bailey. The 

Crown suggests a starting point of four and a half to five years when the totality of 

the offending is looked at with a small uplift for your previous convictions and 

somewhere in the order of 10 to 15 percent as a discount for your guilty pleas, such 

as they were.  

[11] Miss Bailey has suggested a starting point of two and a half to three years’ 

imprisonment on the drugs related offending although she acknowledges that it is 

well open to me to view the dealing in methamphetamine as being in the band of the 

case R v Fatu.
1
 requiring at least a three year starting point. Miss Bailey has 

suggested that an uplift of somewhere in the order of six to eight months on the 

firearms charges might be appropriate. She asks me to give you a discount for your 

efforts at rehabilitation and then a 15 to 20 percent discount for your guilty pleas. 

[12] In sentencing you I need to take into account various purposes and principles 

in our law.  I have to hold you accountable and promote in you a sense of 

responsibility.  I need to denounce what you have done and deter you from doing it 

again as well as deter others.  Particularly with methamphetamine deterrence is 

important as is protection of the community because as you will know just as well as 

I, it is an utter scourge, and it ruins lives.  Good people are turned into raging 

criminals within months because of the addictions involved with methamphetamine.  

[13] I have borne in mind the gravity of your offending, the seriousness of it in 

comparison to other offences, the need for consistency and in addition the 

requirement to impose on you the least restrictive outcome but balanced against that 

there is a statutory presumption in our law which tells me that in all but very unusual 

circumstances I need to send people who are involved in dealing Class A drugs to 

prison.  Somehow I need to weigh all of those things up.   

[14] The aggravating features are self-evident in a way.  There was the presence of 

drugs in combination with a cache of weapons.  That is a very unhealthy mix and the 
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higher Courts have frequently commented that when that occurs deterrence is very 

much at the forefront of a sentencing Judge’s mind.  There are also your prior 

convictions.  You do have a number of convictions varying in type.   

[15] On the up side you pleaded to some of the charges but not early in my view 

and you did continue to defend others.  The primary mitigating feature as far as I am 

concerned really is your remorse and your significant efforts at rehabilitation 

because as I mentioned before I think you need a real credit for that. 

[16] On the drugs related charges, that is the dealing of methamphetamine, in my 

view this is in band 2 of Fatu and I would adopt what in my view is a conservative 

starting point of three years’ imprisonment.   

[17] I have considered the cases relating to when drugs and firearms are found in 

close proximity.  In this case there were two firearms as well as a taser and the 

ammunition.  In my view the minimum uplift is nine months. That takes me to an 

overall starting point on the drug related offending in combination with the firearms 

charges of three years and nine months.   

[18] I am not going to impose an uplift for your previous convictions although in 

my view one could well be justified.   

[19] The next thing is your efforts at rehabilitation in turning your life around and 

other personal circumstances.  When it comes to dealing Class A drugs the higher 

Courts have said that personal circumstances really carry little weight but every now 

and then a case comes along which is a little bit out of the ordinary and I think yours 

is one of those.  For that reason I am prepared to give you a significant credit for the 

efforts that you have made over the last 18 months or so and I am going to deduct 12 

months from that three year nine month starting point.  That brings me back to two 

years and nine months.   

[20] From there I need to apply a discount for your guilty plea.  In my view the 

maximum that can be justified is six months which is around about 18 percent.  That 

brings me to an end sentence of two years and three months’ imprisonment.  Because 



 

 

that is over two years I cannot consider home detention.  That is really the very least 

in my view that is justified in these circumstances.   

[21] What I will do though is include a comment for the benefit of the 

New Zealand Parole Board who will set your conditions of release when you come 

out of prison.   

[22] In my view Miss Harrison has made extraordinary efforts to turn her life 

around and has engaged fully with drug treatment and the process of trying to get her 

kids back.  Provided she continues on a similar path in prison it would be my hope 

that she is able to be released at the first opportunity after having served a third of 

the sentence, although I acknowledge of course that that will be up to the Parole 

Board when they are looking at this in nine or 10 months. 

[23] The end sentence I am afraid to say Miss Harrison is one of two years and 

three months’ imprisonment.  The Parole Board will set your conditions of release. 

There will be a forfeiture order for the $2800 and there will also be a destruction 

order for all of the drug related paraphernalia. 

[24] I need to say what I have imposed in relation to each of the specific charges - 

so two years three months on the charge of dealing methamphetamine; one month 

for possession of the taser; one month for possession of the utensils; one year for 

possession of each of the firearms and they will all be served concurrently.  

 

 

T J Gilbert 

District Court Judge 


