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Brief To
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Standing Committee on Public Safety and National Security
February 6, 2017
Firstly, I want to thank you for inviting me to speak to you on what is to me, and likely our
whole country, one of the most important decisions a Government and Parliament could
make during our lifetime. Safety is a non- partisan issue; and everyone’s concern. I speak to
you today not as a legal expert, or as an organization with vast resources, but as a common
citizen and a real victim. I also want to thank you for watching the video of my personal
tragedy. What you saw there is not just my own heartbreaking story but a video meant to
depict what on average 4 families go through every day in Canada. We bury our children, and
loved ones and continue our lives in sorrow forever. It’s not a matter of when an impaired
driving tragedy will occur, but is a matter of who is next.
On November 26th, 2011, my 18 year old son Brad, and his two good friends Kole Novak and
Thad Lake were violently killed by a drunk driver that was 3 times over the legal limit. The
offender mowed through my son’s car with his heavy pickup truck travelling at 200 kms/hr in
a 70 km/hr zone. I can attest that it was an extremely horrific experience. My son Bradley
could only be identified by his dental records. There was nothing left of him. Every parent’s
worst nightmare is that knock on the door by that stranger, in a uniform with his hat off. I had
that knock on my door and my life will never be the same. It’s hard to find joy in life when
you lose a child, especially so horrifically, and violently for a crime that is so preventable.
The impaired driver, Mr. Johnathan Pratt, was subsequently charged with 3 counts of
impaired operation of a vehicle causing death, 3 counts of driving over the 0.08 BA limit
causing death and 3 counts of manslaughter for a total of 9 charges. He was found guilty and
convicted on all 9 charges. He was then sentenced on August 28, 2014, to 3-five year
concurrent sentences for the manslaughter charges, and 3-three year concurrent sentences for
the impaired driving causing deaths (a total sentence of 8 years). Attaching manslaughter to
this crime is rare as it has only been done 14 times in Canada and three times in Alberta. I
have recently been advised by Correctional Services Canada, that Mr. Pratt will be eligible for
full parole on April 28, 2017 which is only 2 years and 8-months of his 8-year sentence. He
killed 3 young men!
It was while I was suffering from extreme grief that I had a vision, a vision that every child,
every parent, every man and women would someday be able to get home safely; I had a
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dream that everyone could come home on our streets and roadways without the fear that they
would be killed or injured by the actions of an impaired driver. I knew that I could never bring
my son, Brad, back but that I could possibly do something positive that would prevent other
mothers from going through a similar tragedy. It was at this time that I joined forces with
another grieving mother from Surrey, British Columbia who founded ‘Families for Justice’
and who had suffered a similar loss. We and a small group of other grieving mothers felt
strongly that the sentences given to impaired drivers causing death(s) were much too lenient
to act as a deterrent for preventing this crime from happening in the first place. We also felt
that the sentence given to impaired drivers causing death(s) was not at all commensurate with
other sentences given for similar serious offences. Our group became larger and larger every
week. Families for Justice was able to gather in excess of 117,000 signatures on their Petition
which recommended changes be made to the Criminal Code. Most significant was the
Petition’s recommendation to include “a mandatory minimum sentence of 5 years for
impaired driving convictions causing death(s). The Petitions were all presented and tabled in
the House of Commons.
Current Legislation
The early suffering from my loss was in itself very difficult but the attendance to some 31
Court related appearances only compounded my difficulties. It took almost a period of 3
years from the date of the tragedy to the date of sentencing. The offenders have many rights
that include the right for bail, the right to expert defence, the right to a Preliminary Hearing,
the right to a full trial and some have the right to receive Gladue Report considerations prior
to sentencing. Then after being convicted the offender has the right to an Appeal, a right for
passes to leave prison, a right for temporary escorted passes for personal development, the
right to apply for day parole after serving 1/6 of their sentence, the right for full parole after
serving 1/3 of their sentence and the right for Statutory Release after serving 2/3 of their
sentence. The victims’ only right is to prepare and present a Victim Impact Statement. Period.
The justice system seems almost biased in favour of the offender. Understandably, Court
officials seldom have to view the scene of an impaired driving disaster involving death. It is
only the family victims, the first responders and law enforcement who are visually impacted
and can fully appreciate the destruction done by an offender.
People of all statures and walks of life are willing to get behind the wheel of a vehicle and
drive while impaired. The risk of being caught is very low and when a fatal collision happens,
the sentences are extremely lenient compared to other crimes that cause death.
Death(s) caused by an impaired driver are still often perceived as an unfortunate accident by
our current sentencing practices. The inconsistencies among similar offences, with similar
circumstances, the same offence with different judges, and the same offence in different
geographical locations is simply staggering. I have seen sentences as low as “house arrest”
and have personally attended dozens of Court cases that included trials, plea bargain deals,
sentences and parole hearings of others that are walking in my same painful shoes. My
attendance was not only to support someone that I could relate with but was to help navigate
them through our extremely complicated justice system. The one common theme that’s found
in all cases was the lenient sentences given to the offenders. The lenient sentences do not
reflect the seriousness of this crime, the loss of life, and the trauma it caused to the victim
families. The general public feels that the sentences given for these horrific crimes that cause
death(s) are “a joke” or “a slap” on the wrist”. The public wants stiffer penalties. I do believe
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there is a need to balance all sentencing goals to include deterrents, restitution, and
rehabilitation. For anyone who ever considers the consequences of driving while impaired, the
deterrence goal is so important in setting an example.
The Proposed Legislation
I want to give you a victim’s perspective of why I feel that Bill C-226, “The Impaired Driving
Act” will be very good legislation. Our Government’s main role is to protect and ensure the
safety of all Canadians and this “Bill”, I believe, will accomplish that objective. I am not
speaking only for myself but for all parents, siblings, relatives and friends of anyone who has
fallen victim to this crime and has witnessed its’ devastation first hand. I’m speaking for the
general public. Through the unbelievable grief of losing your child, to being dragged through
the Courts, and with the disappointment with lenient sentences and release practices and
norms, it is a process of continual victimization. The proposed legislation will save lives and
spare families and communities from the devastation and carnage that drunk drivers leave
behind. It will help protect the public from the very losses that occur on a daily basis. There
are on average 4 innocent lives lost in Canada every day! It is the #1 cause of criminal deaths
in Canada and it is 100% preventable. There are more lives lost and injuries caused by
impaired drivers on an annual basis in Canada than lives lost and injures caused by recent
wars. This crime claims more lives than twice all other forms of homicide combined! Our
Courtrooms are overflowing with these tragic cases and what is truly distressing to victim
families is the complex legislation and the many loopholes that exist that allow offenders to
walk free. Approximately 78% of impaired drivers that cause death(s) are never charged
because of loopholes. Of the 22% that police and Prosecutors are able to charge only 11% are
convicted. I fell into that 11%, I’m considered lucky, I don’t feel lucky. Bill C-226
addresses these loopholes, strengthens our current legislation and will deter the segment of the
public that considers driving a vehicle after consuming alcohol. Also, Bill C-226 addresses
the need for consecutive sentences which I fully support as this has been unjust to Canadian
Society. I understand legislation will not be the total answer to crime prevention, but coupled
with education and other preventative measures it may be possible to effect behavioral and
cultural change and realize my dream.
Mandatory Minimum Sentences
The effectiveness and benefits of mandatory minimum sentences has been controversial
among lawmakers. It is our understanding that the Government is committed to a review of
all mandatory minimum sentences. We agree with this commitment for possible mandatory
minimum sentences for exceptionally minor, non- violent offences. Likewise, we believe that
the need for mandatory minimum sentences for all major serious crimes should be reviewed
for their appropriateness. Sentencing is considered the most difficult and important stage in
our criminal justice system. Principles of good sentencing include the protection of the public
and the reduction of crime, to serve as a deterrent to commit or re-commit a crime, to exact
retribution for the affected victims and community and to help in the rehabilitation of
offenders. A sentence must be proportionate to the seriousness of the crime and the degree of
responsibility of the offender. We do not feel that these principles are being followed with
respect to the lenient sentences given to impaired drivers causing death(s).

-3-

There are two main factors that are contributing to lenient sentencing in our justice system.
Firstly, under the Criminal Code, the mandatory minimum penalty given for a convicted
impaired driver causing death(s) is a thousand ($1000) dollar fine. With the much higher
disposable incomes, this penalty is laughable. It is viewed as a “credit card fine” and it
provides absolutely no deterrence for driving impaired and causing a serious death crime.
Secondly, judges are viewed to have a much too wide area of discretion, particularly at the
lower levels of sentencing. The public does not always support their decisions. With all due
respect for our judges who have a very difficult and complex job, they are only human. It
seems many judges still view an impaired driver tragedy as an accident, and a one-timeoccurrence which is not likely to be repeated. At times the offender seems to become the
victim. It seems that more emphasis is placed on rehabilitation and less on deterrence. Judges
seem reluctant to give first-time offenders lengthy prison terms. The majority of sentences
are in the order of two to three years but some may be much less or much greater for the same
crime under the same circumstances. There are reasons for these inconsistencies and
disparities other than the consideration of mitigating or aggravating factors. Judges base their
decisions often on outdated case law and precedent. Possibly their hands are tied. Times have
changed; alcohol is more readily available, vehicles are more powerful, roadways are paved
and speeds are higher and impaired driving collisions are more deadly. The judges’
background, personal attitudes and penal philosophies can differ, they may operate in
different geographical areas where conditions are different and their experience may be from
different Court systems. This all leads to judicial inconsistencies.
Mandatory minimum sentences would probably not be required if the Criminal Code was
more stringent and if the judges were given guidelines and consistently imposed higher
sentences for impaired drivers causing death(s). This does not seem likely to happen under the
present indeterminate sentencing model. A more structured sentencing model is needed. The
proposed 5-year mandatory minimum sentence for convicted impaired drivers causing death(s)
provides a more structured approach to sentencing. An amended Criminal Code would
provide a basic benchmark for this crime. It would reduce judicial inconsistencies in
sentencing; it would still allow judges a considerable area of discretion for other sanctions
such as rehabilitation, restitution, etc.; it would keep sentences more congruent with other
sentences given for crimes of similar gravity and most important it would greatly strengthen
the deterrence goal in sentencing. Meaningful mandatory sentences conveys the message to
the public that certain crimes are deemed especially grave and that people who commit them
deserve and can expect harsh sanctions. It is anticipated that the recommended mandatory
minimum sentence of 5-years would not violate Section 15 of the Charter of Rights and
Freedom as it should not be construed as being cruel, excessive, disproportionate and beyond
standards of common decency when compared to similar crimes and sentences.
Deterrence is one of the more rational goals for sentencing because it is so easily articulated
and understood and because the amount of punishment required to effect deterrence can be
established effectively. General deterrence helps prevent the general population from
committing a crime similar to the one for which a particular offender has been sentenced. The
reasoning is that the general public learns what follows a criminal activity by observing how
others are being punished for such behaviors. If the ultimate goal of good sentencing is to
reduce crime the general deterrence component of sentencing is most effective because it
focuses on a large segment of society. That is the reason we feel it is so important that first
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time offenders of impaired driving causing death(s) be subjected to a mandatory minimum
sentence of 5-years which should help to prevent many of these crimes from occurring in the
first place.
It would not appear likely that a “five year mandatory minimum sentence” for impaired
driving causing death(s) would be challenged under Sec. 7 of the Charter of Rights and
Freedoms. Again, this sentence should not be considered excessive, too stringent, cruel and
unnecessary for vehicular homicide (manslaughter). It would commensurate with other
mandatory minimum sentences given for other similar violent crimes. From my personal
observations while touring one of our Federal prisons the inmates, many of which were
serving impaired driving causing death sentences, appeared to be well cared for and suffered
very few hardships other than their loss of societal freedoms. Also with the early parole
eligibility and the Statutory Release provisions most offenders would be required to serve
much less than the five year mandatory minimum sentence.
In closing, impaired driving is of great public concern to all Canadians. No one is immune to
this crime; this crime simply does not discriminate. We all know it is senseless and we all
know it entirely preventable. We have all been educated about the horrors of impaired
driving for well over 3 decades now. This is 2017 and the choice to drive while intoxicated is
a wilful and dangerous. Unless you are a victim, it may be hard to fully understand or imagine
how horrific and devastating these tragedies can be. Sadly, as I speak to you, close to 200
parents are rushing to the hospital. Will their child survive, what life altering injuries, brain
injuries, loss of limbs, will they have? Today there will be 4 new mothers being told their
loved one or their child is not coming home, ever. How little value will be placed on their
loved one? You would be hard pressed to find Canadians that believe our current sentences
for impaired drivers that cause death (s) are anywhere close to where they should be.
In conclusion it is recommended that section 320.21 (1) mandatory minimum sentence of five
years for Impaired Drivers causing death(s) and also section 322.22 (2) sentences to be served
consecutively remain in the Act for Impaired Driving without amendments. Since this is a
non-partisan issue, I would hope that all the members of the Committee will review the need
for the inclusion of the 5 year mandatory minimum sentence with an open mind and on its
own merit. Despite what lawyers, civil rights groups and even MADD have said in regard to
the effects of mandatory minimum sentences I ask that you refer to the public, the people who
signed the Families for Justice Petition, the people who have no investment in this crime, but
only want safe roadways and the ability for everyone to get home safely. Canadians want
stronger sentences for those that cause serious injuries and death(s).
If our current Government will not take this opportunity to improve public safety, than I can
only hope future Governments will help me realize my dream. It’s what the people want; it’s
what Brad would want.
Submitted and prepared by:
Sheri Arsenault
References: 1.- Canadian Criminal Justice (3rd Edition) Curt T. Griffiths
2.- Fundamentals of the Criminal Justice System (2 nd Edition) Donald A. MacIntosh
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Government of

Canada

Gouvernment

Canada

October 16, 2014
Robert and Sheri
Arsenault
70- 49547 RR243
Leduc AB T9E 2X2
Dear Mr. and Mrs. Arsenault:
This letter acknowledges receipt of your request for information concerning Johnathan PRATT. The
Correctional Service of Canada (CSC) and the Parole Board of Canada (PBC) have registered you to
receive ongoing information specific to Johnathan PRATT's case. The information that may be
provided to you in accordance with the Corrections and Conditional Release Act (CCRA) is outlined in
the enclosed summary of CSC and PBC responsibilities.
Johnathan PRATT is incarcerated at Drumheller Institution which is a minimum and medium security
facility in Drumheller, Alberta.
Offences:

Manslaughter x3

- Impaired Driving - Cause Death x3

Court of Conviction:

Court of Queen’s Bench, Wetaskiwin, Alberta

Sentence Start Date:

August 28, 2014

Length of Sentence:

8 years

Eligibility Dates:
Escorted Temporary Absences:
Unescorted Temporary Absences: Day
Parole:
Full Parole:

May occur at any time during this sentence
December 28, 2015
October 28, 2016
April 28, 2017

Statutory Release Date:

December 28, 2019

Warrant Expiry Date (end of sentence):

August 27, 2022

The CSC and the PBC will contact you as developments occur in this case at the contact information
that you provided in your application. In order to ensure you receive this information promptly, please
advise one or both of us of any change to your telephone number or address.
A Victim Services Officer (VSO) with the CSC will keep you informed of the current location and
movements of the offender while incarcerated or on conditional release in the community. A VSO will
be contacting you in the near future to discuss your preferences about how to receive the information.
In the meantime, should notification be required outside of regular business hours, you will be
contacted by a Duty Officer from CSC’s National Monitoring Centre.
A Regional Communications Officer (RCO) with the PBC will keep you informed of scheduled parole
reviews and all decisions made by the PBC concerning this offender. You may also observe this
offender's hearings, present a statement to the Board members at hearings, and receive copies of
decisions made by the Board.

Dear Sir/Madam:
As you can see in the attached October 16, 2016 letter to myself from Corrections Service
Canada the lives of 3 young men at MOST is worth approximately 18 months each, if the
offender is to serve their sentence to their Statutory Release Date it would be 2/3 of their
sentence.
It is very rare for these offenders to serve even 2/3 of their sentence. Serving 1/3 of the
sentence is the norm. Five year mandatory minimums would not be considered too harsh or
unjust for this crime considering the loss of life, parole eligibility, and in comparison to other
serious crimes. 4 innocent Canadians a DAY die a horrific death at the hands of a impaired
driver! We need deterrent, we need protection, most of all we need Political Will.
My son’s life is worth 11 months, at the very most 18 months. This is with an 8 year
sentence.
What’s your children’s life worth?”
Brad’s mom, Sheri Arsenault
January 30, 2017
www.bradkolethad.com

Transposed into a”Word Document” for ease of reading, taken from Edmonton Journal article (Nov 20, 2016))

“I don’t know what it takes to get the message through”
Almost one in five Albertans would consider driving under the influence
of alcohol or drugs if it was only for a short distance on a quiet road, a
new poll finds.
What’s more troubling is that number, from an exclusive
Mainstreet/Postmedia poll released Saturday, is lowballing the
problem of impaired driving in the province.
If not for the survey’s social desirability bias, in which self-identifying
respondents tend to lean toward an answer that is more socially
acceptable or refused to actually admit to risky behaviour like drunk
driving, Mainstreet Research president Quito Maggi said the 18 per
cent figure could be much higher.
The poll found nine per cent of Albertans said they had driven under
the influence of alcohol and of those, 61 per cent said that it had
occurred in the past five years.
It also found that 13 per cent of Edmontonians said they have been a
passenger in a car when the driver was under the influence of alcohol.
In Calgary, it was 11 per cent.
Even though young men are more likely to engage in risky behaviour,
the poll found the gender split for impaired driving in Alberta was eight
per cent for both men and women.
Between 2009 and 2013, 444 people were killed in Alberta and 6,649
people were injured in alcohol-related collisions. During that period,
the Alberta government estimated one in five drivers involved in fatal
collisions had been drinking.
“The real take-away here is that it’s still a problem and even though
there’s been lots of advertising campaigns by every level of
government, we are still seeing numbers that are too high,” Maggi said.
“While Alberta has taken concrete steps to fight drinking and driving, it
does appear there is still more work to do to change societal opinion.”
Between 2009 and 2012, impaired driving incidents had slowly
increased in Edmonton, peaking at 2,155 arrests, but those numbers

have trailed off considerably since. In 2015, there were 1,630 arrests
and the latest numbers from police show 1,076 arrests this year until
the end of September.
Edmonton Police Service traffic services Sgt. Kerry Bates said with
more dedicated enforcement through programs such as Checkstop, a
year-round campaign involving stationary road checks, and Curb the
Danger, which encourages others to report impaired drivers and which
gives them a Priority 1 status with police, it’s only a matter of time
before drivers get caught.
“I think that people who aren’t risk takers are absorbing the message,”
he said, but added that habitual drunk drivers, who have been doing it
for years, continue to push their luck and continue to endanger lives on
the road.
“I don’t know what it takes to get the message through to some people.
It’s like sticking your finger into a light socket. Until it happens, until
you are caught at it, I don’t think you really learn anything from it.”
Earlier this year, a study by the U.S. Centers for Disease Control found
Canada was the top ranked of 19 wealthy countries for percentage
of road deaths linked to alcohol impairment.
The proportion of deaths linked to alcohol impairment was 34 per
cent. The United States was ranked second at 31 per cent, with
Australia third at 30 per cent.
Mainstreet’s poll surveyed a random sample of 2,497 Albertans on
Nov. 12 and 13. A mixture of land lines and cellphones were surveyed.
The poll has a margin of error of 1.96 per cent, 19 times out of 20.
Results are weighed by geography, age and gender, based on the
2011 Canadian Census.
By: Juris Graney
Source: MainstreetPost/Media Survey
http://edmontonjournal.com/news/crime/one-in-five-albertans-would-consider-driving-drunkmainstreet-poll
Published on: November 19, 2016 | Last Updated: November 21, 2016 9:07 AM MST
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Advocacy from local mom helps lead to
change in federal law
19 Jun 2015

Rob and Sheri Arsenault address the media in Wetaskiwin on Aug. 28, 2014 after Jonathan Pratt
was sentenced to eight years for manslaughter and impaired driving causing death in a collision
that killed their 18-year-old son Bradley, along with Kole Novak and Thaddeus Lake. The
Arsenaults have been pushing the federal government to instate a mandatory minimum sentence
for impaired driving causing death and their efforts have been successful.
Justice Minister Peter MacKay proposed a law on Tuesday, June 16 introducing stiffer penalties
for impaired drivers who kill or injure others.
The news has been well met by a local mother who lost her son as a result of impaired driving.
The legislation would introduce a mandatory minimum sentence of six years for impaired
driving causing death convictions.
In a statement on the Department of Justice’s website, MacKay said he has heard from
“countless” families about the heartbreak impaired drivers have caused them and said “the
senseless behaviour has to stop.”
“With today’s introduction, this government is taking an important step to protect Canadians
from impaired driving and other transportation offences,” MacKay said.

“We are sending a strong signal to those who choose to drive impaired, that this behaviour is not
only unacceptable but is also creating a serious risk to public safety and putting everyone on the
road at risk.”
Beaumont mother Sheri Arsenault, whose son Bradley was killed by an impaired driver in 2011,
advocated for the change for years and collected more than 95,000 signatures of support with
group Families for Justice.
She was at the House of Commons on Tuesday and is encouraged by the proposed legislation.
“When we saw him present it yesterday morning, it was more than I could have hoped for,” she
said. “It’s what needed to be in place a long time ago.”
The proposed law, called the dangerous and impaired driving act, would also increase the
maximum penalty for impaired driving from five to 10 years, while the maximum penalty for
impaired driving causing bodily harm would increase from 10 to 14 years.
Currently, the mandatory minimum penalty for impaired driving causing death is a $1,000 fine.
Arsenault also praised a portion of the proposed new law that would streamline the process of
proving blood alcohol levels and plugs loopholes that can make it difficult to prove the driver
was impaired at the time of the actual collision.
The idea is to limit technical defences which can make cases drag on for significant periods of
time.
“In my case it was very rare they were able to lay those (impaired driving causing death) charges
and get a conviction on those charges,” Arsenault said. “Often it’s just dropped or gets reduced
to dangerous driving causing death.”
Parliament will not consider the bill before it rises for the summer. Arsenault is hopeful
whichever government is elected after the fall election will pass the legislation.
“It’s in the public’s interest,” she said. “I think all parties and all MPs from all over Canada
should be supporting this and I think they probably will.”
Until then, she plans to lobby MPs nationwide to support the bill when it comes to the House of
Commons.
“My son is gone, but this is for everybody’s children,” Arsenault said. “I really feel that this may
stop more people from making that bad choice of drinking and driving. And that’s what I want
for it to not happen in the first place.”
Source: Beaumont News

My Personal Tragedy

Just over 5 years ago, on November 26 th, 2011, three young adults, Bradley
Arsenault, 18, Kole Novak, 18, and Thaddeus Lake, 22, were killed in a vehicle
crash near Beaumont, Alberta. Bradley was our only son. Their small vehicle was
traveling at the posted speed of 70 km/hr. and was rear-ended by an impaired
driver with a heavy Dodge Ram truck traveling at an excessive rate of speed,
(200km/hr.) Their car was literally run-over and flattened like a pancake with no
chance of survival. The out come was extremely horrific with my son having to be
identified by his dental records. There was nothing left of my young son. The
impaired driver, Mr. Johnathan Pratt, was subsequently charged with 3 counts of
impaired operation of a vehicle causing death, 3 counts of being almost three
times over the .08 BA limit causing death and 3 counts of manslaughter for a
total of 9 charges.
Proceedings for the offences were concluded at the Court of Queen’s Bench in
Wetaskiwin, Alberta some 2 ¾ years after the crime was committed and
following approximately 30 Court-related appearances. Mr. Pratt pleaded not
guilty to all 9 charges but the evidence at the trial proved otherwise. On May 15 th,
2014, Justice R.Paul Belzil found Pratt guilty and convicted on all 9 charges. He
was subsequently sentenced on August 28, 2014, to 3-five year concurrent
sentences for the manslaughter charges and 3-three year concurrent sentences
for the impaired driving causing deaths, a total of 8 years. We have been recently
advised by Correctional Services, Canada, that Mr. Pratt will be eligible for full
parole on April 28, 2017 which means that he would only have served 2 2/3 years
of his 8-year prison sentence. Parole is expected to be granted as this is his first
offence. It is my educated opinion this was not the first time Mr. Pratt drove
while impaired but driving drunk is a very low risk crime of being caught before
tragedy occurs. Needless to say, the devastation caused to the three victim
families by their loss and the lengthy Court proceeding has been unimaginable
and indescribable.
The loss of our son through the actions of an impaired driver convicted with
culpable homicide has been and continues to be very difficult to bear. A parent
cannot and will not ever forget their child. Our children are our hearts, our whole
world. The impact of the loss is also reinforced by the fact that it is unnatural for
children to precede their parents in death. But as devastating as a loss may be I
felt that if something positive could come out of this tragedy it would be well
worthwhile. I will never be able to bring my son back but I may be able to do
something that will prevent another mother from experiencing the loss of a child
by the actions of an impaired driver. This is what prompted me to join forces
with the Families for Justice Society.
Prepared by: Sheri Arsenault
Please see: www.bradkolethad.com
Timeline:http://www.bradkolethad.com/BKTTimeline.php

