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THE COURT: | have had sone time overnight

to think about this, as | have done, but | could
not conplete the thought process because defence
submi ssions were still outstanding and the Crown
had to conpl ete one aspect of her subnissions. |
hesitate to reserve to a later date on this.

Thi s of fender has been in remand now since early
August. The tinme period has been four nonths and
a week. He deserves to know today what the Court
i s doing about his future.

M. Epelon is 37 years of age. He has pled
guilty to the follow ng charges: On one
Information, he conmitted a sexual assault on the
ten-year-old (at the time) conplainant. Wen he
did so, he was on a probation order. A statutory
termrequired himto keep the peace and be of
good behaviour. The second charge on that
three-count Infornation is that he did not obey
t he probation order because by reason of the
sexual assault he failed to keep the peace and be
of good behavi our

The Crown withdrew Count 1 of the
t hree-count |nformation.

The ot her Information contains one count.

It is failing to appear in court. He pled guilty
to it sonme tinme ago.

M. Epelon, | amgiving you significant

Court Reporters
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credit for the pleas of guilty, in particular for
the sexual assault. A prelimnary inquiry was

not required, and a trial was not required. | am
in agreenent with the subm ssions nmade by M.
Cashman on your behal f, that you have spared this
young victimthe "ordeal" of having to conme to
court and testify.

There is no victiminpact statenent that |
have been provided with. Nevertheless, it is a
reasonabl e i nference that for somebody so young
it would be an ordeal to have to testify about
what you did.

What did you do to her? Wat you did is
included in the agreed statement of facts entered
as an exhibit. |In summary, the young girl was in
your care at the tinme you sexually assaulted her
This is how it came about:

On March 10th, five days before the offence,
the child, along with her nother and yourself,
flewto Inuvik from Fort Good Hope in order for
the child to have surgery on her ear. You had
been living at the time with the fanmily. The
fam |y trusted you. The tine period you had been
living with them as at March was about a nonth.
Not only had you been living with the fam |y but
you were a friend of the father of this child.

At Inuvik, a hotel roomwas taken. The plan
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1 was to remain there for a while until the surgery

2 was cl eared up. The surgery had to be postponed
3 for a day, and before it, the nother of this

4 child learned that her sister, that is the

5 nother's sister, was in a hospital in Ednonton

6 suffering froma serious condition. The nother
7 asked you to stay in lnuvik with the child, again
8 pl acing a huge responsibility and a heavy dose of
9 trust in you. After the surgery was concl uded,
10 the nother left Inuvik for Edmonton to see her
11 sister.

12 It was at the hotel where the offence

13 occurred. The two of you were in the sanme room
14 and this had been the plan. She went to sleep
15 She felt something nmoving on her after she had
16 gone to sleep. She awoke. You were on top of
17 her. You were wearing a pair of pants at the

18 time. She noted the tine to be 1:45 a.m You
19 were touching her breasts with your hands, you
20 touched her buttocks, and her vagina. You used
21 your hands and you did this under her clothing,
22 i ncl udi ng under her underwear. She told you to
23 get off her, and you did.

24 Fortunately for you, I amnot dealing with
25 the aggravating feature - that is sonething that
26 nmakes it worse - of you having persisted after
27 she told you to get off her. This does not make

Oficial Court Reporters
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what you did better, but what | am enphasizing is
I do not have an extra aggravating factor

She was obviously - and | can say this
wi thout a victiminpact statenent - fearful
because paragraph 13 of the agreed facts shows
that she ran into the bathroom where she stayed
out of fear. She waited until you went to sleep
and then she went back to her bed.

For two days after this, she was with you
One can only begin to imgi ne her distrust and
ot her fears that she m ght have had during that
period, although | have not been provided with
details of them | cannot sentence you based on
i magi nation, but | think it conmon sense to
remark that it could not have been an easy,
trusting, happy, carefree period of her stay in
I nuvi k.

After returning to Fort Good Hope she
di sclosed the incident to famly nenbers. The
police were advised. You were then arrested.

It is said on your behalf today that you had
arelatively small anpbunt of alcohol. This is
apparent from paragraph 18 of the agreed facts.
You admitted to having consuned a relatively
small quantity. It cannot be said that you were
heavily intoxicated at the tine.

Those are the facts of what occurred.

Court Reporters
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The failure to appear is that on or about
May 20th you did not show up in court in Inuvik.
Inuvik is the place you had to be in court
because that is where the offence occurred. You
were free on the sexual assault. You were free
apparently on a recogni zance. The recogni zance
all oned you to have your freedom One of the
things you had to do was go to court. You did
not show up. Fortunately, | amnot dealing with
t he aggravating factor of a failure to appear on
a prelimnary hearing date or on a trial date or
on a sentencing date. Instead, it was the first
date in the Territorial Court for this to be
addressed in sone way.

The probation order which you were bound by
and which | have remarked upon, required you to
keep the peace and be of good behavi our, took
effect after a period of inprisonment.

This takes ne to sone remarks about your
record

The record is an exhibit. | make it clear
to you, sir, that | amnot sentencing you again
for what you have done in the past. That is not
what this is about. But, the record does show
sonme obvious things. First of all, you cannot
claimto be a first-tine offender. Second, the

record shows sonething about your attitudes and
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your behaviours over the past several years, in
fact going back 16 years. The record is entirely
an adult record, therefore there is no conponent
toit which is to be treated in a different way
had part of it been in the former Youth Court,
which is now the Youth Justice Court.

M. Cashman on your behal f has said that
because on the | ast occasion for having committed
a sexual assault you received 15 nonths'

i mprisonnent, it would be appropriate for there
to be a step up, but it should not be too great a
step. It should not be a huge junp. It is
interesting to note, however, that the 15 nonths
you were given was in July 2004. The previous
sexual assault before that was in 1998. At that
time you were given 22 nonths. So the 15 nonths
was a step down from what you had received on a
previ ous occasion. | do not know what the facts
of those two of fences were. Again, | am not
sentencing you for them but | amusing the
record to try to assist ne in understanding your
behavi our, your attitude, and also in
appreciating to sonme extent whatever risk you nmay
pose to the public after you are rel eased,
because you will be released at sone point in
tinme.

The record also pernmits ne to give you a
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1 very clear warning. This is the third tinme you

2 are being sentenced for a sexual assault. The

3 day may conme, M. Epel on, when the Crown

4 prosecutor will make application to have you

5 declared to be a long term of fender or a

6 dangerous offender. You could find yourself

7 spendi ng nuch of the rest of your life, if not

8 all of it, in prison.

9 The record al so shows the Court that in

10 addition to your previous convictions for sexua
11 assault, there are other crinmes of violence

12 Sexual assault is very much a crinme of violence;
13 there are of fences in other categories, too.

14 The people at the back of the courtroom are
15 going to have to stop tal king, because right

16 behi nd where the accused is by a few rows, and
17 when | look at himl look at you and | find it
18 rude, distasteful, and terribly distracting for
19 me. |If there is any nore conversation back there
20 between the two of you, and you know who you are
21 you will be imrediately renoved fromthe
22 courtroom by the sheriff and not welcone to
23 return.
24 The record has the following on it, to get
25 into the specifics of it:
26 1992 - break and enter and theft. Theft is
27 very much a crinme of dishonesty.
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1 1996 - there is a different category. It is

2 for a drug of fence.

3 1998 - another break-in. And then |ater on
4 that year, the first of the sexual assaults.

5 Twenty-two nonths was the sentence for the sexua
6 assault which, as | understand the record, arose
7 in Canbridge Bay. You were sentenced in

8 Yel | onkni fe, but the police file indicates that
9 it was a Canbri dge Bay natter

10 In Decenmber 2000, you were given a

11 rehabilitative sentence by way of a suspended

12 sentence for an assault.

13 In 2002, there was anot her assault al ong

14 with a fail to obey an undertaking. The failure
15 to obey the undertaking takes you into another
16 category not yet identified; that is, a crine

17 agai nst the administration of justice. The

18 failure to appear today and the failure to obey
19 t he probation order both fit the latter category
20 of offence.

21 The foll owi ng year, 2003, there was a

22 sentence of inprisonment for an assault causing
23 bodily harm Once again, you were revisiting the
24 cat egory of viol ence agai nst people

25 On the sane date as the sentence for the

26 assault causing bodily harm you were inprisoned
27 for three nonths for failing to obey a probation

Oficial Court Reporters
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order. O course one of the three offences that
| amdealing with is exactly that kind of
of f ence.

The foll owi ng year you were sentenced for
the second of the sexual assaults, to 15 nonths
i mprisonnent along with a three year probation
order. It is that three year probation order
whi ch gave rise to the failure to obey the
probati on order when you committed the sexua
assault on March 15th, this year. Along with the
sentence for the sexual assault was a sentence
for failing to obey a probation order, and you
were given three nonths concurrent for it.

This is a nasty record. It does not bode
well for your ability or your willingness to
behave in | awmful ways when you regain your
freedom agai n.

It appears fromthe record that you are at a
hi gh risk of re-offending unless the sentence
today is not viewed by you as being overly
lenient. |In other words, the focus today has to
be on the need to discourage you. W call this
primary deterrence, or specific deterrence to use
another term There has to be a strong nessage
sent out to others. This kind of an offence
wher e peopl e take advantage of ot her people who

are sl eeping or otherw se vulnerable is comon
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1 t hroughout this jurisdiction - this is a factor

2 that I have cone to identify over decades of

3 experience in this jurisdiction. There has to be
4 a need to reflect denunciation. This means, sir
5 t he di sapproval of the public through the Court
6 of what you did. This is not about revenge.

7 This is not what | mean by denunciation. It is
8 di sapproval

9 The Crown prosecutor has asked that there be
10 a sentence of 24 to 30 nonths, along with a

11 mandatory firearm prohibition order, a nandatory
12 DNA order, and a |life registration under the Sex
13 O fender Information Registry. | have already
14 dealt with the last of these; the registration
15 will be for life because of the prior order made
16 i n anot her case.

17 The defence says that there should be a

18 | esser period in the range of 18 nonths

19 i mprisonnent. The defence, as | pointed out

20 earlier, regards this as a step up. | disagree
21 with this subm ssion because it fails to take

22 into account that you received 22 nonths for a
23 simlar crime in 1998. But yes, it is a step up
24 fromthe nore recent of the two sexual assaults
25 In that context only, M. Cashman is correct.

26 There are provisions in the Crimnal Code
27 that assists the court in the difficult task of

Oficial Court Reporters
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sentencing. This kind of a case is never an easy
one for sentencing. The Crininal Code provisions
begin at section 718 and they continue, for ny
purposes today, to 718.2. | begin with section
718.

Section 718 sets out the fundamental purpose
of sentencing. The fundanental purpose is to
contribute to respect for the law. From your
record, | conclude that you have little respect
for the rights of others, and little respect and
l[ittle concern for the |law and for the
mai nt enance of a just, peaceful, and safe
society. These are factors that are of little,
per haps even of no concern to you, but they are
of concern to me.

It is said that you take full responsibility
for what you did. | accept this. | have no
reason to believe that you did not take ful
responsibility back in 1992 or 1996 or 1998 or
2000 or 2002 or 2004.

The sentence has to be a just one. It nust
not be overly harsh. There nust also be a
neasure of restraint. | amattenpting to be as
restrai ned as possible.

The purpose under section 718 considers the
fol |l ow ng objectives:

(a) to denounce unlawful conduct. | have

Court Reporters
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al ready commented upon this.

(b) to deter the offender and others. | have

al ready comented upon this.

(c) to separate offenders fromsociety, where
necessary. |t is necessary to incarcerate you
You have to be separated from society. You and
freedom do not appear to dance in tune.

(d) The sentence should assist in rehabilitating
you. | have this in mnd, but your
rehabilitation is not the forenost principle.
Deterrence of the two fornms and denunci ation are,
but rehabilitation is a factor

| note, however, that you have done well in
prison. You have taken full advantage of what
has been available to you. You are inproving
upon your education. You are working towards
your grade equival ency diplonma, comonly called
the GED, and you are taking occupational training
in prison to be a canp cook. You have been
addressi ng your rehabilitation in sone ways.

If the sentence is of a certain extent, if
it is over two years, there cannot be a probation
order. A probation order is generally intended
for rehabilitative purposes. 1t can have other
purposes but rehabilitation is a key component,
as is reintegration.

(e) Another section 718 objective is to provide

Court Reporters
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1 reparations, that is redress, for the harm done

2 to victinms. You are not able to pay this victim
3 by nmeans of a sentencing proceedi ng any nonetary
4 amount. As for reparations, | do not know what
5 can be done.

6 (f) Finally, under section 718 is the need to

7 consi der pronoting a sense of responsibility in
8 of fenders. | have remarked upon the subm ssion
9 made on your behal f that you take ful

10 responsibility. Once again, | accept that you
11 do.

12 There is also the objective as a conponent
13 of the pronotion of a sense of responsibility, an
14 acknow edgenent of the harmdone to victims. |
15 have not heard a great deal about your

16 acknowl edgenent of the harmapart fromthe

17 submi ssions made by M. Cashnan.

18 This takes me back to the credit | am giving
19 to you for pleading guilty thereby sparing the
20 victimfroma very difficult courtroom

21 experience. So in that sense there has been an
22 acknow edgenent of the harm done to her and what
23 coul d happen thereafter

24 The fundanental principle of sentencing is
25 set out in section 718.1; | amgoing to go right
26 to that, then return to section 718.01

27 The fundanental principle is that the

Oficial Court Reporters
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sentence nust be proportionate to the gravity of
the offence. This was a very serious offence.
Def ence counsel says it was not a nmjor sexua
assault. | amleaving that concept al one because
it is fraught with hazard. But what is clear
and which is beyond dispute, is that it was an
assault, it was sexual in nature because you
violated the sexual integrity of your victim and
because of the breach of trust, the circunstances
that | have already referred to, and her young,
vul nerabl e age, there is in ny view a
characterization of this as a serious sexua
assault. It cannot be viewed otherw se. The
of fence, then, is grave in nature and in its
ci rcunst ances.

The ot her conponent of the fundanmenta
principle is the degree of responsibility of the

of fender. Here, you bore a | arge degree of

responsibility. It cannot be said to be
ot herw se.

As indicated, I am going back now to section
718. 01.

Section 718.01 has to do with offences
agai nst children. This sexual assault is in such
a category. Section 718.01 provides that when a
court inposes a sentence for an offence that

i nvol ves the abuse of a person under the age of
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18 years, it shall give primary consideration to
t he objectives of denunciation and deterrence of
such conduct. This offence squarely fits within
section 718.01. This is not a case where | amto
consider as a primary considerati on denunci ation
and deterrence, but rather parlianent has said |
must so consider it. Denunciation and
deterrence, therefore, are very much in the
driver's seat. Rehabilitation, while in the
vehicle, is in the back seat.

Section 718.2 has to do with other
sentencing principles; | have taken fromit what
is applicable here. Again, one of the factors is
the young age of the victim Another is an abuse
of trust. These are within section 718.2. These
"shall be deened to be aggravating
circunstances". It is not a case where they
nm ght be viewed that way, but they nust be viewed
that way. It can be argued that those factors
could be rebutted because of the use of the word
"deened", but | do not have to consider this
since there is no basis to rebut the breach of
trust and the young age of the victim

Al so under section 718.2 there is a
direction that a sentence should be simlar - not
nmust be but should be, which is sonething |ess

than "nmust" - to sentences inposed on simlar
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of fenders for similar offences conmitted in
simlar circunstances. But therein lies the
difficulty, because every offender is unique,
every victimis unique, every young child is
unique. No two sets of circunstances are
identical in every way. Hence the use of the
word "simlar" because that is as close as one
can be expected to go.

If | inmpose consecutive sentences today, M.
Epelon, that is, one on top of the other of the
three, the conbination nmust not be unduly |ong or
harsh. This is what we often call in shorter
form the principle of totality. The tota
effect nust not be unduly long or harsh.

| am ski ppi ng over another condition because
it requires that a person not be deprived of
liberty, if less restrictive sanctions nmay be
appropriate. There is nothing less than a
| engthy period of incarceration in this case that
woul d be appropri ate.

Finally under section 718.2 is a provision
that all avail able sanctions other than
i mprisonnent that are reasonable in the
ci rcunst ances shoul d be considered for al
of fenders. But because you are abori gi nal
particular attention nmust be paid to your

circunstances. This is not a blanket "particul ar
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attention" which applies to every aborigina
of fender in every circunstance. GCenerally
speaki ng, the nore serious the case, particularly
where violence is involved, aboriginal offenders
shoul d be expected to receive a sentence sinilar
to those that non-aboriginal offenders would
receive. There also needs to be for that
provision to be applicable a connector between
your aboriginal status and sone systenic factors
that point to a disadvantaged situation of some
sort.

Thi s aspect of sentencing has been referred
tointab 4, R v. RK fromour Suprene Court.
I n paragraph 9 the Court said:

I must, of course, take into

consi deration the fact that the

accused is an aboriginal Canadi an

Wiile that is a factor to consider

as | amdirected to do so by the

Crimnal Code, there were no

particul ar system c or background

factors brought to ny attention

which may justify sone different

type of sentencing approach. There

were certainly no particul ar

cultural factors in this case.

This was a judgment of Justice Vertes, and
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anot her Suprenme Court judge since then has
remarked to the sanme effect.

The judges of our Suprene Court are al so
j udges of our Court of Appeal; their judgnents,
even when they are not sitting in an appellate
capacity, are significant for this reason

The Crown filed a book of sentencing
authorities to assist the Court. | thank Crown
counsel for doing so. By filing a booklet of
this sort, it assists the Court in follow ng the
simlar sentence approach which |I have referred
to.

I now have some renarks to make about the
cases. | do not intend to go into themin nuch
detail. | have reviewed the material. It is
with the court file. |If the nmatter goes to the
Court of Appeal, it will be there for its review

| begin with tab 2. This is the case of
V.J.O from 2006 in our court, the Territorial
Court. In that case Judge Schnaltz had sone
poi nted comments to make about the abuse of
children. At paragraph 10, she stated:

We all have a duty to care for and

protect children. A child s safety

is the responsibility of every adult

in the community. | find the

i ntentional hurting or abuse of a
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child a particularly disturbing
crinme. Besides the abuse of trust

i nvol ved when the child is related
or known to an offender, there is
also a breach of the duty we all
have to children, there is a breach
of the authority that all adults

i nherently have over snall children
A child is a particularly vul nerable

victim

At paragraph 11

A young child will usually blindly
trust an adult, though this may be
changing. Sadly, we can't as a
society, as a comunity, trust as
much as perhaps we used to.
Nowadays, we have to teach our
children to be wary of strangers.
Crimes where children are the
victims harmus all. These crines
make us all trust each other |ess.
And this is especially so when they
are comm tted by someone who we
shoul d have been able to entrust the
care of a child to - such as a

gr andf at her.

add "such as a trusted famly friend".
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At tab 3, there is a 2004 judgnent of
Kenper. Menbers of the Al berta Court of Appea
make up much of the Court of Appeal of this
jurisdiction, hence their judgnents are given
consi derabl e attention. The Court of Appeal said
i n Kenper at paragraph 7:

The conm ssion of a serious sexua

assault on a child by a person who

isin a position of trust typically

attracts a starting point sentence

of four years incarceration

I have already found as a fact, M. Epel on,
that what you did anbunts to a serious sexua
assault. Typically, the starting-point is four
years. This does not mean there nust be a
sentence of four years. It does not nean there
nust be a sentence of nmore than four years. This
is a guideline to assist the court. They are not
saying in every case there nust be a
starting-point of four years. It is a guideline
to hel p sentencing judges.

Crown counsel, in ny view, has been very
fair in taking the position of a range of 24 to
30 nmonths, but | am not bound by that range.

I am also not dealing with a joint
submission. Wre | dealing with a joint

subm ssion, | would have to, if | were
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consi dering departing fromit, conduct an inquiry
to determine the basis upon which the joint

submi ssion was arrived at. But, | do not have to
conduct such as inquiry in this case because the
position taken by both counsel is not one that
was jointly arrived at through the plea
bar gai ni ng process. It may have been arrived at
t hrough plea bargaining, but it is not a jointly
arrived at position.

VWhat you have done in prison speaks a great
deal in your favour.

I have al ready spoken of the significant
credit for pleading guilty. | need not conment
upon it further

| agree with the factual observation
submtted by M. Cashman that this was "a single
incident". But, you know, pulling the trigger on
arifle, pointing it at sonmebody's head and
di scharging it is also a single incident.

There is the issue of remand credit. The
def ence has properly addressed, and correctly so,
the appropriate law. There generally is enhanced
credit of some sort over and above one-for-one
credit because of a nunber of factors. One of
these is that a person in remand, as you have
been since early August, is not eligible for any

formof early rel ease
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Anot her factor is that remand credit,
dependi ng on where the institution is and the
ci rcunstances, can be harsher than the tine
served by a sentencing prisoner. But, that
cannot be argued in this case. |I|ndeed, the
facility at the North Slave Correctional Centre,
which | have toured, is a rather generous
facility for everyone, including remand
pri soners.

The third factor is whether there is
evi dence of a denial of programs. There is a
suggestion that there m ght be an al cohol issue
in this case but that is about it. You have been
very busy within the institution inproving your
education and taki ng occupational training. |
cannot find that there is evidence before me of a
deni al of prograns. There m ght be other
progranms outside the institution which you could
benefit from but you have been very busy within
the institution taking care of your needs.

| also amobligated to consider howit is
that you ended up in remand. It was not because
of the sexual assault; it was because you did not
show up in court on the sexual assault and the
acconpanyi ng breach of probation. You put
yourself into that position by not coning to

court.
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O fenders should not be entitled to
determi ne a conmponent of the sentencing process
by absenting thensel ves fromcourt, ending up in
remand and then doing what used to be called
"hard time" so that they can argue for nore than
one-for-one credit by reason of their unlawf ul
act of failing to appear in court. That would be
illogical. Think of how those accused of
of fences could begin to think: "I better not
show up for my court date because if | don't show
up I'll get a two-for-one credit, so I'll niss
court once or twi ce and see what happens.” That
sort of thought process has to be nipped in the
bud.

| have difficulty appreciating why there
should in the circunstances of this case be nore
than a one-for-one credit. But, the very first
factor, the denial of any early release, is
present. It is a constant for everybody in this
jurisdiction in remand. | amgoing to afford you
1.5:1 credit approximately. This is not a
preci se mathenatical calculation to the exact
m nute, but | amgiving you six nmonths' credit.

| amof the viewthat a fit and proper
sentence for this offender for having commtted
these offences, in particular the sexual assault

on this victim taking into account all the other
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anal yses that | have done and all owi ng the
significant credit for the guilty plea to the
sexual assault, is 36 nonths' inprisonnment. This
i s higher than what the Crown had recomended.
But, as | told you, I am not bound by what the
Crown or by what the defence have reconmended.

Fromthe 36 nonths - and this will be
refl ected on the warrant of conmittal, Madam
Clerk - will be deducted six nonths remand
credit. This |eaves remaining 30 nonths or
two-and-a-half years. This is for the sexua
assaul t.

For the failure to obey the probation order

there will be four nmonths' inprisonnment. It will
be concurrent. | amnot adding it on.
For the failure to appear, there will be two

nont hs' inprisonnent and | amgoing to nake it
concurrent because of the totality principle.

see no need to add it to the 30 nonths in all the
circunstances. This latter observation

i ncorporates a neasure of restraint which I spoke
of earlier.

There will be a DNA order to be worded
according to law for the sexual assault. It may
be that there already is in the DNA nationa
dat abank a sanple of the accused's DNA. There

shoul d be by reason of his record, but that does
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not affect the obligation that | have to nmake the
order. | make the order. \Whether they collect a
sanple is for sonebody el se to determ ne.

There will for the sexual assault be the

mandatory firearm prohibition order, because

sexual assault is a crinme of violence. |In this
case the Crown has gone by indictrment. It fits
section 109. It will begin today and it will end

ten years after the release frominprisonnment.
There will, because of the traditional lifestyle
argument which the Crown did not take issue wth,
be a section 113 exenption for sustenance
pur poses.

Har dshi p obviously applies to any victim of

crime surcharge, unless the Crown is arguing to

the contrary in which case | will hear from
counsel .

VAI LLENCOURT: No, Your Honour.

COURT: Does the defence make that

application?
CASHVAN: Yes, we do, sir.
COURT: Hardship will apply.
There cannot be a probation order because of
t he conbi ned | ength of the sentences.
Does the Crown have anything further?
VAl LLENCOURT: No, Your Honour. | think

you' ve al ready nmentioned the SO RA registration
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1 -

2 THE COURT: Yes, | mentioned that at |east

3 tw ce, yes.

4 Does the defence have anything further?

5 MR, CASHVAN: No, sir.

6 THE COURT: You can go with the officer

7 now, M. Epel on.

8 If you take anything away fromthis, if

9 there is only one thing you take away fromit, if

10 you forget the rest, remenber, the Crown

11 prosecutor is probably getting very close to

12 applying to having you declared to be a long term

13 of fender or dangerous offender. C ean up your

14 behavi our, clean up your attitudes. |If you need

15 hel p, get it. Good | uck.
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17 Certified to be a true and
accurate transcript pursuant

18 to Rule 723 and 724 of the
Suprene Court Rules of Court.
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