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[1] Ms Brljevich, you appear here today having pleaded guilty to nine charges of 

taking a document for the purpose of obtaining a pecuniary advantage and four of 

using a document to obtain a pecuniary advantage. 

[2] The summary of facts is that at the time of this offending you worked as a 

cleaner at [the victim rest home] on [address deleted] in Pukekohe.  You started on 

9 February and worked there until 17 April.  Your role gave you unlimited access to 

the victims’ rooms to clean and tidy their room and around their personal items. 

[3] All the victims were vulnerable elderly who all suffered either Alzheimer’s, 

dementia or other age-related ailments and residents of [the victim rest home]. 



 

 

[4] In terms of a representative charge for the complainant [victim 1] she had an 

[bank deleted] MasterCard in her name.  Between 9 February and 16 March you went 

into her room at the rest home and took this card without her knowledge or permission 

and between 16 and 31 March you used her card on 65 different occasions.  In using 

her MasterCard you had access to two different accounts which contained the victim’s 

money.  You used the card to withdraw money and buy and clothes at a number of 

different locations.  The total amount of the unauthorised transactions was $7929.60.  

You obviously did not have authority to use or be in possession of the card. 

[5] The second charging document which is also representative relates to [victim 

2] and she was the owner of an [bank deleted] Eftpos card in her name.  Between 

9 February and 20 March you went into her room at the rest home and took this card 

without her knowledge or permission.  Between 20 and 21 March you used her Eftpos 

card four times.  You used it to withdraw money from the [bank deleted] ATM machine 

in Hall Street, Pukekohe.  The four transactions allowed you to withdraw $2700.  

Obviously you did not have authority to use or be in possession of the victim’s card. 

[6] The next victim was [victim 3] and she was the owner of a [bank deleted] Visa 

Debit card.  Between 9 February and 11 April you went into her room and took her 

card.  You used it on 11 April to withdraw $300 cash and on 11 April you used the 

same card and obtained $520 cash.  Obviously you did not have authority to use or be 

in possession of the victim’s card. 

[7] The next victim was [victim 4] and she had a New Zealand Government 

SuperGold Card in her name.  Between 9 February and 17 April you took it from her 

room.  You placed it in an ATM machine to get money but you obviously could not 

and again you did not have permission to get that card. 

[8] The next victim is [victim 5].  Again she had a New Zealand Government 

SuperGold Card.  You took it between 9 February and 17 April and you attempted to 

get money from an ATM machine but again you could not and you did not have 

authority to have it. 



 

 

[9] The next victim is [victim 2].  She too had a New Zealand Government 

SuperGold Card.  Between 9 February and 20 March you took her card from her room.  

Again you tried to get money from an ATM machine unsuccessfully and did not have 

the right to have or possess it. 

[10] The next victim is a [victim 6].  She too had a New Zealand Government 

SuperGold Card.  Again between 9 February and 17 April you took it from her room.  

Again you attempted to get money and again you did not have authority to take it or 

possess it. 

[11] The next victim is an [victim 7] who is also the owner of a New Zealand 

Government SuperGold Card.  Between 9 February and 17 April you again took it 

from her room and tried to get money.  You did not have authority to take or possess 

it. 

[12] The next victim is [victim 8].  She too had a New Zealand Government 

SuperGold Card in her name.  Again between 9 February and 17 April you took that 

card from her room and tried to get money with it from an ATM machine and again 

you did not have authority to take or possess it. 

[13] The next victim is [victim 9] who was the owner of a [bank deleted] 

MasterCard and between 9 February and 17 April this year you took the card from her 

room.  You did not have any authority to take or possess the card.  

[14] The last victim is [victim 10] who owned a [bank deleted] Eftpos card.  

Between 9 February and 17 April you took her card from her room.   

[15] On 18 April police conducted a search of your home address and located the 

New Zealand Government SuperGold Cards and other cards belonging to other 

victims.  On 12 May police completed a search of your home address and your 

partner’s address.  Located were items of clothing that you had bought. 

[16] I have got victim impact statements prepared by family members for each of 

the victims but perhaps the two that really sum up the position were the one firstly 



 

 

written by the daughter of [victim 3] which was read to the Court.  At the time you 

took her card she was 80 years old and suffered dementia and other health problems 

and they found relocating her to a rest home emotionally hard.  Her mother did not 

have a highly paid job and never accumulated any excess money but in any effort to 

maintain her independence she retained a bag with her two bank cards and notes.  This 

was packed away out of sight and was not left out for people to see.  This means that 

you must have searched to locate the bag and then read notes to work out the PIN 

number of the card.  She described this as a huge invasion of privacy for her mother 

and destroyed any sense of security that she had living at the rest home.  She was very 

upset and she was left feeling very vulnerable and had $820 taken but thankfully the 

[bank] have reimbursed her. 

[17] The other victim impact statement that I will refer to is written by [name 

deleted] who is the daughter of [victim 1] and they managed to keep the awful situation 

from their mother which they felt was being disloyal but she was 92 years old and 

would not and should never have to cope with the knowledge that someone that she 

was supposed to be able to trust would violate her or any other elderly person for that 

matter in this despicable way.  Again like all elderly she puts a lot of trust in people 

surrounding her.  “As a family we do our best to ensure our mother is safe, happy and 

protected.  This terrible situation has been very difficult to come to terms with for all 

involved.”   

[18] Also the amount of the time her mother’s card was used or attempted to be 

used was 65, was an unforgiveable act in itself.  She refers to the length of time it must 

have taken you to locate the card as it would not have been easily found.  She says that 

she can only hope that the sentence matches the nature of the crime so it discourages 

other people from doing such a despicable crime to the elderly.  Your use of the card 

was to the value of $7929.62.  It took a long time and a battle to get the bank to finally 

pay the money back. 

[19] I read those out because one of the purposes of sentencing is to hold you 

accountable for the harm done to those victims of your offending and the use of the 

word “despicable” is right on because you took from not only elderly people but 

elderly people with significant issues of dementia, Alzheimer’s and other age-related 



 

 

illnesses.  They were entitled to feel safe in their rooms and entitled to trust that nobody 

was going to rifle through their personal belongings, take cards and for some of them 

ultimately take money from their savings.  Obviously the families have been hugely 

affected too, and other staff at the rest home, including your mother, and it must be a 

horrible situation for her to have to go to work knowing what you did. 

[20] I also need to denounce your conduct and try and deter you and others from 

like offending while being consistent in sentence and imposing a least restrictive 

outcome. 

[21] What is plain from the material before me is that you have a methamphetamine 

addiction and the offending is said to be tied in with your use of methamphetamine.  

Against that, however, is the fact that you purchased a lot of items for yourself, namely 

items of clothing and a number of these were located at your home address when the 

police searched your address.  So it seems to me that the offending was not solely 

because you wanted to buy methamphetamine, it was also to buy yourself nice items. 

[22] Your counsel Ms Singh has indicated that there is a possibility that you may 

get into Higher Ground because you want to do something about your 

methamphetamine addiction and you have an appointment next week and I am being 

invited to put the matter off to allow that to take place and for you if possible to enter 

residential drug and alcohol treatment.   

[23] When I indicated to your counsel that I proposed to sentence you today she 

submitted that if I sentence you today you may have less incentive to do something 

about your meth addiction.  Quite frankly you have to deal with your meth addiction 

and if you do not choose to do it on a sentence of home detention then you will re-

offend and you will come back and you will go to prison and you must be well aware 

that it is a particularly dangerous drug and you need to deal with your addiction and 

you can do that through a sentence of home detention. 

[24] Ms Singh has suggested a starting point of around 12 to 15 months taking into 

account the aggravating factors of the features particularly and obviously the 

vulnerability of these elderly unwell people, secondly, the number of offences that you 



 

 

committed, the period of time you committed and the number of times you used cards 

or attempted to use cards. 

[25] I am of the view that a starting point of around 12 months is appropriate.  You 

are entitled to discounts for your prompt guilty pleas, your in essence lack of any 

previous convictions and your youth. 

[26] My view is that a sentence of home detention is warranted here and in all the 

circumstances I am going to convict you in relation to each of the charging documents 

and sentence you to five months’ home detention.  That is to be served at [address 

deleted] in Pukekohe and it is to be followed with the standard and special post-release 

conditions for six months. 

[27] The conditions of your home detention are that  

(a) You are to live at that address and you cannot move without the prior 

written approval of a probation officer.  You are curfewed to that 

24 hours a day unless you have permission to leave the address. 

(b) You are not to possess, consume or use any alcohol or drugs not 

prescribed to you and a recent amendment in legislation means that you 

can be randomly tested for drugs and alcohol. 

(c) You are to undertake and complete a Community Alcohol and Drug 

Services programme and abide by the rules of the programme to the 

satisfaction of your probation officer including a residential treatment 

programme. 

(d) You are also to undertake and complete a Short Motivational 

Programme and abide by the rules of the programme to the satisfaction 

of your probation officer. 

 

[28] Your post-detention conditions are that: 



 

 

(a) You are not to possess, consume or use any alcohol or drugs not 

prescribed to you. 

(b) You are to continue with any drug and alcohol counselling or treatment 

including residential as directed by your probation officer and you are 

to continue with any other treatment or counselling as directed by your 

probation officer. 

(c) You are also ordered to pay reparation to the three banks that are out of 

pocked in a total of $11,449.00.  The registrar will pro rata that between 

the three victims and you will need to be interviewed by the registrar 

who will then ascertain what are the appropriate weekly payments for 

you make. 

[29] But I warn you again, you come back on any dishonesty or drug-related 

offences and you will be going to prison. 

 

 

 

A J Johns 

District Court Judge 


