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NOTES OF JUDGE J C DOWN ON SENTENCING 

 

[1] Alfred Mata, you can remain seated for now.  You were originally charged 

with a number of matters including two burglaries but on 2 March of this year I was 

asked to give you a sentencing indication in anticipation of guilty pleas to one charge 

of burglary and one of receiving.  Having given you that sentence indication you did 

enter guilty pleas to those two charges and the matter was put off for a pre-sentence 

report and for sentencing.  Although there has been some delay the matter now is for 

resolution today. 

[2] At about 11 o’clock on 31 March of last year your co-accused, Mr Tuoro, 

went to the trucking yard where he was employed and took a truck.  He then 

provided that truck either directly to you or to your associates, and you and your 

associates travelled north to Kaiwaka where you burgled Kaiwaka Suzuki, stealing 

seven motorbikes and clothing to the value of some $70,000. 



 

 

[3] Subsequently, on 14 April there was a further similar arrangement with 

Mr Tuoro and others, who seemed to be at least known to you if not associates, 

where a similar burglary was carried out in Auckland City at Coleman’s Suzuki.  You 

were not directly involved in that but you were subsequently in receipt of some of 

those motorcycles.  Again, seven motorcycles to the value of $70,000 were stolen at 

that burglary but, of course, I stress that you have pleaded guilty to receiving in 

relation to those motorcycles. 

[4] You have previous convictions that are of significant relevance and in 2014 

you received a period of home detention for six months.  You also received prison 

sentences including for an offence of robbery. 

[5] In your case the Crown urged me in that sentence indication process to have a 

mind to the extent of the loss and the value of those motorcycles and the level of 

premeditation on your part, Mr Mata, and I took those into account.    I took in your 

case as the lead charge the charge of burglary of Kaiwaka Suzuki, and taking into 

account the high value of the property stolen and the professional way about which 

that was conducted, that the appropriate start point was two years’ imprisonment, and 

to reflect the receiving of motorcycles in the second burglary in Auckland an uplift 

of six months’ imprisonment. 

[6] The reality was that you committed these offences whilst on bail for other 

charges of burglary, and because of that I uplifted the start point from two and a half 

years up to two years and nine months’ imprisonment, but I decided at that stage that 

I would not uplift the sentence any further to reflect your previous convictions, and 

that was to be fair because I was not going to do so with Mr Tuoro.  I then applied a 

consistent discount for both defendants of 20 percent.  That reduced your sentence 

from two years and nine months to an indication of two years and two months 

overall.  In response to that indication, as I have said, you entered guilty pleas that 

same day. 

[7] Today I have had the opportunity to read a pre-sentence report, which is 

helpful.  I have also read a number of documents in your support, in particular, 

two apology letters to the owners of the two Suzuki dealerships for your role in their 



 

 

loss and significant inconvenience, and I have also read a letter that you have written 

to me.  I am satisfied that you are showing a significant degree of insight, that you 

have made real progress and that you have expressed real remorse, and in those 

circumstances I am prepared to reduce the sentence a little further to reflect those 

matters.  In fact, what I am going to do is impose a two year sentence on you, which 

is a short-term sentence and which you have already served so it will lead, I 

anticipate, to your immediate release; that is, unless there are other outstanding 

charges that I am not aware of. 

[8] I have also been shown a number of certificates.  You clearly have 

participated in the opportunities provided to you on remand and that is a very 

positive thing, and you have expressed some sorrow that you were not able to 

participate in an alcohol and drug rehabilitation programme.  I think that that is 

important in your case and that is one of the reasons that I have reduced the sentence 

to two years, so that I can impose release conditions that require you to undergo 

some drug and alcohol rehabilitation. 

[9] So with all of those things in mind the sentence that I impose for the burglary 

is I convict you and you are sentenced to imprisonment for two years.  You will be 

subject to release conditions that will run for six months from the end of your 

sentence to allow you to finish the programme that I am going to require of you, 

which is that you undergo an alcohol and drug rehabilitation programme at the 

direction of the probation officer.  For the receiving charge, again, you are convicted 

and sentenced to imprisonment for 18 months.  That is concurrent so it does not 

change the length of the sentence. 

[10] So the total sentence is two years’ imprisonment with special release 

conditions. 

 
 
 
 
 
J C Down 
District Court Judge 
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