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Criminal law

The appellant wanted a relationship with an acquaintance.
When that did not happen, he tormented her and her family.
Charges of criminal harassment were laid. He was not
deterred. Twenty-three additional charges followed, of breach
of no contact conditions in undertakings and recognizances
and damage to property. Convictions were entered on 20 of
those charges, and he was sentenced to incarceration.

Were the verdicts unreasonable or unsupported by the
evidence

There was ample evidence to supportthe verdicts. But for
one minor slip in the wording of how one conviction was
entered, the decision by the trial judge was without error. The
request by the appellant for the appeal to be allowed so that he



can gather evidence to demonstrate he could not have
committed some of the acts complained of is without merit.
The slip by the trial judge was corrected by substituting a
verdict pursuant to s. 686(3)(a) and affirming the sentence
imposed.
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