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NOTES OF JUDGE E P PAUL ON SENTENCING 

[1] Laura Jean Landon, you are today for sentence on one charge of aggravated

robbery, being together with two unknown males on 24 April last year at Auckland

you robbed [the victim]. In particular of a [model deleted] ute, iPhone, cash, leather

jackets, antique shotguns, wine, aftershaves, credit cards.

[2] You are also for sentence on one charge on 26 April, two days later, that with

intent to obtain any property dishonestly without claim of right use a document namely

a credit card. That was a credit card taken during the course of the robbery.

[3] The facts of the offending I summarised in my bail decision of 31 May

following you entering a plea of guilty. The evidence was that ultimately that the



victim received text communications from a person he believed to be a 17 year old

male. Arrangements were made via those text communications to meet up at his

property late at night when the [victim] was alone.

[4] The seriousness of what occurred that evening needs some context.

The [victim]’s property [details of accommodation deleted]. So, in effect, he was

living in quite an isolated situation and clearly that was known to you and your co-

offenders.

[5] What I heard was he received a text that the 17 year old male was outside his

property. He left his property, barefoot, expecting to meet this young person outside.

His evidence was he was ambushed by two males. He described one as large, one as

smaller and yourself. I saw the photographs of his property and it is clear you and

your co-offenders concealed yourselves around the corner of his building and he was

unaware of you as he walked past expecting to meet the 17 year old when one of your

co-offenders called out to him.

[6] Accordingly he was outside the safety of his home, in this isolated area, with

three people he did not know waiting for him. He was chased and run down by the

smaller male, forced up against a fence and he was given two choices; a ride in the

boot of your vehicle or to return to his building. He chose the latter.

[7] What he then described, Ms Landon, can only be called a dramatic, bizarre,

frightening incident that went on for some time where he was subjected to threats

against his sexual orientation, he was subjected to threats that his life would be taken,

and a shotgun along with a telescopic baton were presented to him by the two males

you were with. He was kept confined effectively in the kitchen of his home while his

property was ransacked. The ransacking of that property was conducted by you and

the other males.

[8] The threats were so bizarre, at one point he believed he would die. A little later

your group became concerned that because of what had happened he may well take

his own life and your group were worried you would face a murder charge. To add

insult to injury he was forced to sign a piece of paper signing over his vehicle to your



group and agreed to pay money in the thousands of dollars to you so he could get his

vehicle back at some later time. As I recall it some 48 hours later.

[9] Once your group was satisfied he would not take his own life, you left the

property taking the various items I have referred to and in the vehicle you arrived in

and also his own ute. He remained in the building until he thought you would not

return and then he made his escape, it would appear to an adjoining building where he

finally left and remained at friends for some days.

[10] During the course of this violent, bizarre incident, the larger male so incensed

at the victim’s sexuality, indicated to him this is how he should be behaving and you

were forced to commit oral sex on the larger male and then almost bizarrely the larger

male instructed the victim to carry out oral sex on him. Ultimately the victim refused

to do that but that is just an example of the bizarre, violent behaviour you and your

co-offenders engaged in that evening outnumbering this man three to one.

[11] The firearm was shared between all three of you at times, passed around.

I have no doubt your victim at times thought he would never leave that building alive.

You were an integral part of that. It is too late now to come to this Court and say you

were compelled to carry out those actions, far too late. Secondly, there is little to

corroborate that particular account.

[12] The victim impact statement I have seen records, as a result of what the victim

went through at the defendants’ hands, that is including you, Ms Landon, he had to

give up his stake in his business, could no longer work in the [setting] because of fears

for his safety, he feels vulnerable and accessible, he has had to move from his own

home and he has travelled overseas to family to get some sort of reassurance and

support.

[13] That in summary is your offending and the consequences for the [victim].

I have received the Provision of Advice to Courts report. It records your age, 29 years,

that you have two children, young children, but they are in the care of the children’s

father’s family. You have explained to the report writer that it was while flatting in

West Auckland that you got involved in a group with diverse gender orientation. You



have said that in this environment, you were pressed into the involvement with your

co-offenders in this offence. That is of recent times. As against that, you have had to

some extent a privileged upbringing. You attended St Paul’s Collegiate School in

Hamilton, leaving at age 17 years. You were successful in sports, in particular earning

a netball scholarship. You have travelled overseas. You have worked in semi-

professional occupations and it was only after the arrival of your children that you left

the workforce.

[14] It is a little unclear from that pre-sentence report or even counsel’s submissions

how a person of your quality could allow yourself to become involved in a crime as

sick and bizarre as the one you did. There is no doubt that you were a participant and

for whatever reason a willing participant.

[15] Your counsel has submitted that your role in this aggravated robbery, although

potentially with a six year starting point, could be reduced because of your, he says,

secondary involvement and the elements of compulsion you rely on. You will

appreciate from my comments I do not accept that.

[16] Your counsel has pointed out you have co-operated with the police and that is

true to an extent. [details deleted] I do not necessarily accept the Crown position that

there is insufficient here to at least arrest those offenders and for that reason, and

because to an extent you are sticking your neck out here, I do not accept a nominal

discount for your assistance is fair and I will give you some discount for that.

[17] It is acknowledged by everyone you are a first offender at 29 years of age and

your counsel has relied on that. Your counsel has also referred me to the very positive

pre-sentence report and the potential for an electronically monitored sentence.

However, I think you know yourself from the earlier sentencing indication there is no

getting away from that six year starting point.

[18] Mr White has said everything he could on your behalf in terms of your

background, the assistance you have been prepared to offer, and your personal

circumstances. Against that, the Crown agree the starting point must be six years in



terms of the authorities. They suggest an uplift for using the document but I see little

point in that. The lead sentence will be your sentence on the aggravated robbery.

[19] In terms of your assistance, they indicated a nominal discount but perhaps they

have moved their position a little on that this morning. In terms of your guilty plea,

again a nominal discount because it came so late in the trial. That must be so, Ms

Landon. You put that victim to the proof. You made him come along and relive what

you and your offenders did to him. For someone who sat there and had to listen to it,

it was an unsavoury frightening incident indeed.

[20] In terms of that six year starting point, there are a number of aggravating

features of this offending which inform that starting point. There was planning

involved, there is no way that man would have left the safety of his house at night if

he was not expecting to meet the young person that you had arranged for him to meet.

There were three participants involved and effectively he was lured outside. Weapons

were brandished and the most serious being the firearm but also the telescopic baton.

Violence was inflicted, he was chased down, returned to his home and many and

various significant threats of violence to him were made. He thought he was going to

die. On his account, as I have already said, that is unsurprising. Significant items of

his property were taken including his vehicle. He was detained in his own home. This

effectively was a home invasion. The targeted premises on their own were isolated

and the evidence was, and I must accept it, that all three of you took turns holding that

firearm including you and certainly you helped ransacking the house for the various

items of property.

[21] With all of those features, six years in some ways is generous, Ms Landon, but

that will be the starting point. In terms of your guilty plea, it came late and I would

discount your sentence by five percent. More so because in some ways the case was

so overwhelming against you.

[22] In terms of your lack of previous convictions and good character, you are

entitled to a discount of 10 percent for that. In terms of your assistance and as we sit

here today I would extend a further 10 percent discount. That means I would reduce



that six year starting point by 25 percent. That would result in a four and a half year

jail term, Ms Landon, and it cannot be anything less.

[23] On the charge of aggravated robbery, you are sentenced to four and a half years’

imprisonment. On the using the document, a sentence of three months’ imprisonment

but that will be concurrent, it does not add to the sentence and, finally, I make a final

suppression order in favour of the victim. I am satisfied that publication would likely

cause him undue hardship. After listening to the account of what happened to him and

knowing at least two of your co-offenders are still out there in the public, I am satisfied

there is some hardship to this man in terms of risk to his own safety and also

publication of his name which goes to his safety, so I do make a final order today.

Your sentence is four and a half years, and it starts now.

E P Paul
District Court Judge


