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FACTS

[12] The offender began using the internet when she was 18 years old.  At the time, she had limited education, 
and had not been attending school since she was 15 years old.  Over time, she educated herself on use of the 
internet and began to cultivate various friendships while online.  She quickly became adept at navigating the 
internet, after facing some online teasing for having little usage skill early on.

[13]  As far back as 2003, the offender learned that she could adopt a false persona online when she began 
impersonating rapper Eminem.  It is apparent that the offender often visited a number of chat rooms, and 
became deeply integrated into a society of people who she could access without leaving her home.  This lead 
to a lifestyle that the Crown aptly described as a “fantasy type existence” where the offender became skilled at 
manipulating and deceiving others who also chose to spend their time online.

[14] In early 2011, the offender began to use the skills she had developed online to exploit the relationships 
that she had developed.

[15] Around this same time, P.D. had attempted to contact C.A. expressing a romantic interest in him.  This 
was  not  reciprocated but  P.D.  persisted by  befriending  a  Facebook page  in  C.A.’s  name.   In  reality,  the 
offender had created the Facebook page, and began to impersonate C.A. (“Fake C.A.”) in conversations with 
P.D.  Fake T.T. contacted P.D. and by holding himself out as C.A.’s friend, ultimately connected P.D. with Fake 
C.A.  Over time, trust was built between Fake C.A. and P.D. which lead to P.D. sending nude photographs 
and videos of herself to Fake C.A.  Fake T.T. became a trusted friend to both P.D. and Fake C.A.

[16] In October, 2011 the offender, having gained the trust of P.D. as Fake C.A. and now in possession of the 
photographs  and  information  about  her,  approached  C.A.  while  impersonating  P.D.  (“Fake  P.D.”).  
Unbeknownst to C.A. and P.D., Fake P.D. communicated with C.A. and Fake C.A. communicated with P.D.  
The offender, as Fake P.D., sent the nude photographs of P.D. to C.A. in the course of these communications.  
Ultimately, P.D. and C.A. were convinced that they should each meet the other.  C.A. agreed to fly P.D. from 
California to Colorado, which was arranged by the offender for December 7, 2011.  C.A. and P.D. spent the 
weekend together and had consensual sexual relations.  Throughout the weekend, P.D. confided in Fake T.T. 
which allowed the offender to have intimate details of what had occurred.  In the meantime, neither P.D. nor 
C.A. discovered that the offender had initiated the ongoing relationship between them.

[17] Subsequently, Fake C.A., who continued to have ongoing discussions with other females online, accidently 
sent P.D. a message intended for another female.  This event triggered an argument that involved P.D., Fake 
T.T., and Fake C.A.  The offender sent the nude photographs of P.D. from Fake C.A. to Fake T.T.  Fake T.T. 
then demonstrate  to  P.D.  that  he  had the  photographs,  thereby making it  appear  to  P.D.  as  if  C.A.  was 
disseminating her compromising photographs on the internet.

[18] On December 16, 2011, the offender as Fake C.A. threatened P.D. by saying, “I got your address you whore 
try me.  I’ll fuck you up.  Keep threatening me I’ll get your ass raped and dumped on the side of the road”.  
P.D. believed that C.A. had her address given the previous flight that had been arranged by Fake C.A., and 
therefore believed the threats.  In the meantime, Fake T.T. threatened to disseminate the nude photos of P.D. 
online.   The offender  briefly posted the photos  along with P.D.’s  name and address  to  a  program called 
“Cpixel” in order to demonstrated to P.D. that the threat was serious.  The photos were removed after P.D. 
viewed them.

[19] P.D. told her mother.  The police in California began to investigate C.A. and T.T.



[20] In the meantime, the offender posed as P.D.’s mother, and began to extort C.A., by telling him that she 
knew P.D. had been flown to Colorado and advising C.A. that P.D. was under 18 years old.  The offender 
threatened to expose C.A. publically unless certain items were purchased from a wish list set up in P.D.’s name 
using Amazon.com on the premise that P.D. would be going to college and needed items such as bedding for 
her dorm room.  The items on the wish list were also conducive to the offender’s reclusive lifestyle.  C.A., 
through his counsel, denied that he was aware of P.D.’s age, but negotiated a settlement of $3,000.00 in cash 
with the offender as an alternative to the wish list items, in order to avoid the negative publicity of having the 
incident made public.  The offender then had J.H. to divert the money to her own account in Grand Rapids, 
Manitoba.

[21]  In May 2012 Colorado law enforcement was continuing the investigation against C.A. based upon the 
complaint lodged by P.D., and the Internet Crimes Against Children Task Force executed a very public search 
warrant  at  C.A.’s  home.   As  a  result  of  the  negative  publicity  that  followed,  C.A.  was  released  by  his 
professional NBA team; dropped by the charities he had been doing work for; lost several sponsorships; and 
was, in his words subjected to humiliation “in front of millions of people on a public stage...I wore this label.”

[22] In October, 2012 C.A.’s counsel advised law enforcement that C.A. was being extorted by P.D.’s mother, 
which triggered a further investigation by Colorado police.  Ultimately, the $3,000.00 payment was traced 
back to a PayPal account generated by the offender’s computer address in Easterville, Manitoba.  During the 
course of this investigation, police uncovered two additional victims, N.P. and J.H.

[23]  The  offender,  as  Fake  C.A.,  had  contacted  N.P.  with  a  fictitious  story  regarding  a  young  woman in 
northern Manitoba who had “lost everything” in a fire.  Fake C.A. appealed to N.P.’s charitable nature and 
convinced N.P. to donate clothing worth approximately $2,000.00 to $3,000.00 to the offender’s address in 
Easterville, Manitoba and send a bottle of wine to J.H. in Texas.

[24] The police also uncovered that the offender, as Fake T.T. instigated a romantic relationship with J.H. that 
lasted approximately eight years, the last four of which were on again off again in nature.  While they never 
met in person, Fake T.T. was able to develop a controlling type relationship with J.H.  They communicated 
several times daily.  The offender obtained recordings of a male voice and left messages for J.H. while she was 
not at home posing as T.T.  The offender also obtained nude photographs purporting to be T.T. and sent them 
toJ.H.   Further,  fake  personas  were  created  for  T.T.’s  mother,  ex-wife  and  brother  that  were  utilized  to 
convince J.H. of Fake T.T.’s existence.

[25] Once Fake T.T. had gained the trust of J.H., the offender began to manipulate J.H. by having her send 
money, iTunes cards, Xbox credits and books.  Fake T.T. became increasingly abusive and controlling.  The 
offender portrayed Fake T.T. as suicidal at times and also convinced J.H. that he had cheated on her.  Despite 
this, in her statement to the police, J.H. advised that she sometimes would not eat so as to send money to the 
offender.  The offender also used J.H. to unknowingly accept the extorted money from C.A.  Once the news 
that C.A.’s house had been searched became public, Fake T.T. attempted to have J.H. take responsibility for 
that so as to not leave Fake T.T.’s daughter alone given that her father would be in jail.  Notwithstanding all of 
these episodes of emotional abuse, when the offender was exposed, J.H. was devastated by the revelation that 
the love of her life, with whom she had carried on an eight year relationship was a sham.

[26] The offender was arrested regarding offences linked to C.A. and P.D. when a search warrant was executed 
at her home in Chemawawin on January 15, 2013.  She was released on an undertaking with a condition to not 
go on the internet.  All devices that could access the internet were seized.  Despite this fact, the offender 
obtained a new cell phone with the assistance of a family member.  It was during this time, that the offender 
had Fake T.T. communicate with J.H. to attempt to have J.H. “take the rap” for Fake T.T..

[27] The offender was arrested a second time after forensic analysis on her computer had been completed.  
Once again she was placed on an undertaking to not access the internet.   She subsequently contacted an 
individual via Facebook and instructed that person to delete the Fake T.T. Facebook account.


