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[} Ms Teinangaro, you appear before me today on four charges; two charges of theft as a
- servant for which there is a maxmmm term of imprisonment of five years and two charges of -
false accountlng for which there is a maximum of seven years imprisonment attached. So
S -th_ey are serious cha_rges. They arise out of mcadents that happened whlle you were an

employee of the Government.

| [21  Asa Customs and Tax officer you were requited to collect money by way of customs
and tax revenue as goods came into the country stationed at the airport. You started stealing
in October 2013. You issued false receipts, a simple method where you wrote one receipt for
the person paying the money and a false receipt to your employer. Then you took the

difference between the money paid to you and what you gave your employer.



3] ‘The Crown, énd Defence agreed that there ar.e two incidents; one in December 2014
_ _wheze you. stole $300 usmg that :method, and one on the 10ﬁ‘ of Apnl 2{)14 where ycu .
- 1epeated the method and you tock $100 ﬁom Kcia Pemls ' ' o

-_[4_} The Ctown has submttted that these are serious offences you held a pcsmon cf trust
: _'.as a Gove1m1ent Ofﬁcm and you abused th1s tlust A hlgh standaid of tmstwoﬁhmess 1s_

: expected of ou1 enfo:cexs o

. ."{5] _ The Crown has 1efe1red me to a number of cases mcludmg Pohce v Nzcholls and
Pohce v Quai Iei for offendmg of this natu1e but substantlal sums, terms of 1mpns0nment :

_ were nnposed

' '[6_] L Mr Mason f01 the defence says he dces contest the factual ev1dence He says that you.
' Wete not a sephzst;cated offendex that the amcunt mvclved 1S small He also pmnts to your

. personal cncumstances whlch I w1lI 1efe1 to in a moment. He fully accepts that you held a

posmon of nust whtch brmgs S&llOLlSIlGSS to the offendmg

171 Tmmng to the offences. They were dellbetate acts. They were pre-meditated in so far
-as you, thought about how to do it and you abused the trust that was put in you, by the
'Goveznment Agamst that, the sum involved was $400, it was not over an extended period
and 1 accept it was not an ultra sophisticated methocl of fraud. You have alsc pleaded gwlty

-early

|8] . - So far as your personal circumstances are concerned, I have looked at the Probation

_report and listened to your Counsel. You have two small children at home and you are about

s1x mcnths pregnant expecting anothet child.. You have offered reparation or at least your

'31ste1 is going to pay that reparation for you. The children need your support.

[9] The Crown as I said referred me to two cases of Police v Nicholls and Police v
Quarter where offending of this nature was looked at. The first case of Police v Nicholls was
a case in which a substantial amount of money was taken and a period of imprisonment was

imposed, The second case of Police v Quarter involved the taking of about $30,000 which

' Nicholis v Police {2002) CKCA1
2 Quarter v Police 3/11. 9 June 2011 Barker P Williams, Fisher JJ.



__had 1oeen partiy 1epa1d at the ume of sentencmg That attracted a sentence of one. year -
'1mprlsonment wrth 1eparatron of $30 000. . Sobsequently that case was rem;tted from the .
: Court of Appea] back to the ngh Court for sentence on the basas that the ougmal sentence

:_d:d not take 1nto account the fact that Ms Quarter had gust gwen brrth 10 days befoze the .

i sentenemg and the chrld paitlculalty needed 1ts mothei Evrdence of that was set out in. -

'-medteal 1eports produced to the Court of Appeal In the event Ms Quartel was subsequentiy '
' _'mlpusoned for tlnee n1onths together w1th the trme she had already served and 1epalatron_

o ordeied

- ;{10] On the other hand Mz Mason has 1efe11ed me to two cases. Pohce v Ka.r ore’ whete.
| the Chlef Justlce on the 26th Septembei 2014 convrcted and dlscharged the defendant a
' mlddle aged woman who appeat ed fox the fust tlme on a eharge of theﬁ ﬁom Westpac Bank

' "The 1epay1nent of those momes had occurred by the t:me of sentenomg Ml Mason does not '

g suggest this case ison all fouzs w;th the Pohce v Kal ore case,

[11] In sentencmg, I am 1equrred to take 1nto account the Commumty need to denounce_
'- these types of offences Tam 1equned to pass a sentenoe on you that pumshes you, for the
_offence but also deteis others ﬁom srmrlar offendmg It must r_e_ﬂeet the gravity and

L 's__ei_rousness:of the offenee and hold you account_able for it. It must a_Is_o take into account any

ef_f_eet on the victim,

[12] At the same time 1 am entitled to take into account yom partlcular circumstances
: '-mcluding your famﬂy and baekg;ound and your chlldxen s needs. 1 must impose the least
restuctlve sentence that is appropriate in the cneumstances and also eon31det whether there

: '-are bettei optlons whlch would contubate to youz rehablhtanon

. _{_13} 1 step back and consider those purposes of sentencing and the principles of sentencing

and consider the situation before me. I am satisfied that the purposes of sentencing can be
‘achieved by sentence other than imprisonment, and indeed both the Crown and the Defence
" have submitted that in this case a term of probation is appropriate despite the nature of the

offences and the position of trust in which you were in.

3 26/9/14, Weston CJ



[14]  So taking all those into account, I sentence you on each charge to:

a) A period of 18 months probation. The first six months on Community

Service.

b) Reparation of $400 in total.

c) The sentences to be served concurrently.

[15]  The Probation is to be served in Aitutaki.

[16]  Youmay stand down.

0 Grice J j



