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[1] THE COURT:  So Mr. Erickson is self-represented.  He is 

scheduled for trial on September 12th and 13th, in McBride, on 

two allegations of uttering threats, a charge of mischief 

pertaining to the property of the RCMP, and a charge of 

causing a disturbance by screaming and shouting.  All of these 

are alleged to have occurred June 19th, 2012.  It is set for a 

pre-trial application today.  Mr. White filed an application 

through his trial readiness report, and there is four set out. 

[2] Number 1, he says he has not received all the transcripts 

pertaining to this matter.  In that regard, in January of this 

year at a preliminary date, in response to comments Mr. 

Erickson had made on that day about previous days, the 

recording equipment perhaps not working properly, I ordered 

transcripts be provided for that date, and all previous dates, 

to him to deal with that issue.  It was not my intention then, 

nor is it now, that he be provided with ongoing transcripts.  

The transcripts that I ordered have been provided as I 

ordered, so that matter has been dealt with.  He has got what 

I ordered that he should have. 

[3] Number 2, he said he has not received disclosure from 

Crown Counsel, and he is seeking a long list of materials.  As 

I understand it, it pertains to material dating back 

approximately three years and his ongoing dealing with 
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apparently some neighbours and police.  He says that he needs 

all their notes pertaining to those matters, the previous 

calls the police officers made.  He alleges a collusion 

between some neighbours making comments about him, that type 

of thing.  Those are all alleged to have occurred, as I 

understand, before the June 19th date that we are dealing 

with, pertaining to the threat charges.  The threats, I should 

point out, are not against those neighbours, they are alleged 

to be made to the police and Constable Berndsen, and to 

Constable Berndsen to cause bodily harm to Irene Berndsen.  It 

does not pertain to those particular neighbours that he -- 

[4] THE ACCUSED:  I -- I disagree, Your Honour. 

[5] THE COURT:  All right.  Sorry, just let me rule, sir.  

All right?  The disclosure pertaining to the incident in 

question has been provided, I am told, to him by the Crown.  I 

am not satisfied, based on what I have been told today, that 

any of the information that he is seeking pertaining to dating 

back some three years before today’s date, and it would be 

approximately two years before the date of the incident, is 

relevant to the matters that are to be tried on September 12th 

and 13th.  So I am not going to make any orders pertaining to 

that.

[6] He is seeking, essentially, civil discovery, and this is 
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a criminal matter.  It is not appropriate. 

[7] THE ACCUSED:  Those people tried to have me arrested for 

criminal charges, Your Honour. 

[8] THE COURT:  Right.  If I would be allowed to finish, sir.

[9] THE ACCUSED:  Yeah. 

[10] THE COURT:  It is not relevant to the matter before the 

court.  So I am not making any order in that regard.

[11] He also says essentially that -- as I understand it, his 

submission is, Point Number 3 of his application, "convicted 

of any criminal charges, the sentence of the recognizance of 

bail and bail agreement prevents me from receiving a fair 

trial."  He is on a bail document with the curfew; it goes 

from 11:00 p.m. to 6 A.M., I believe.  There is also an 

amendment made to that to allow him, with the consent of the 

bail supervisor, to attend to Prince George, as needed, to 

consult with counsel, that sort of thing.  

[12] So he seeks as well, he says, an order essentially for 

costs that covers living expenses and that sort of thing as he 

travels, he says, to Prince George to be able to prepare his 

defence.  He has not established any basis for that 

whatsoever.  

[13] He has not convinced me that he has attempted to get 
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counsel, either by telephone or seeking permission through the 

bail supervisor, that was denied.  He has told me he has made 

one phone call to Legal Aid.  He is seeking indigenous status, 

as he refers to it, which may be his application, and I will 

characterize it as that, an informal Rowbotham application.  

If I understand his submissions correctly -- 

[14] THE ACCUSED:  I may decide to -- 

[15] THE COURT:  Right.  If I can -- 

[16] THE ACCUSED:  -- file a Rowbotham. 

[17] THE COURT:  -- if I can finish, please?  Because he 

cannot afford a lawyer, or, as he says, the ability to try and 

even find one.  However, when I queried about whether he has 

pursued Legal Aid, which I understand the denial of Legal Aid 

to be essentially one of the criteria for the court to even 

consider a Rowbotham application, as I understood in the 

response he has not made it that far.  He has not completed an 

application, either in writing or by telephone, as I 

understand it.  He said he phoned once and they did not get 

back to him.  As I understand it, he did not pursue it.  

[18] I have encouraged him to do so both on this occasion and 

on a previous, at least one, occasion to do so, but apparently 

that has not taken place notwithstanding that there is a 1-800 

number available which he can proceed by telephone with that 
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application if he so chooses.  So, based on what I have been 

presented with today, there is no relief that I can grant him 

in that regard.  He has not been following the procedure that 

may allow him to get a lawyer provided by the state, and so he 

is not at the Rowbotham stage in the sense of the criteria has 

not been met.  So the application with respect to, essentially 

what has been described by the Crown as costs for indigent 

status is denied.  

[19] So I am going to confirm the trial as set for September 

12th and 13th.  Mr. Erickson has asked that he have a further 

six months to prepare for trial, that he is not prepared for 

trial.  I asked him why he needs that time, and he says, "One, 

to get the transcripts.  And two, to get all the disclosure."  

He has already received the transcripts that I decided back in 

January that he was entitled to for the reasons I set out 

then.  The disclosure he is seeking, in my view, is not 

relevant to the matter before the court.  He has that 

disclosure.  Based on the submissions he has made, I am not 

satisfied further disclosure is required.  

[20] This matter is alleged to have occurred June of last 

year.  September will take it to approximately the 15-month 

mark.  Mr. Erickson, on the one hand argues that he is bound 

by these conditions and it is interfering with his life, et 
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cetera, et cetera.  On the other hand, he wants to extend it 

for a further six months.  In my view, it is important for him 

and the community that this matter be dealt with.  There is no 

valid basis to adjourn it.  So I am confirming the trial date 

of September 12th and 13th.

(RULING CONCLUDED)
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