MEDIA BRIEF1NG

THE JOHAN BJERKHAMN CASE

APRIL 20, 2010
Felicitations

I have invited you to brief you on matters concerning the recent death of Luke Bjerkharnn.

At the outset it is important that I say that in addressing you on this matter, I have to balance the right of the public of Barbados to be informed and the requirements of the judicial process that will ultimately take place (happen). This is necessary in my view for the maintenance of public trust in the Police Force and the criminal justice system on the one hand and fairness to the accused person on the other hand.

Luke Bjerkhamn was injured in an incident involving the discharge of a firearm on April 11, 2010 at his father's residence at #25 Leslie Gardens, Maynards Development, St. Peter. He was later pronounced dead on arrival at the Sandy Crest Medical Centre. An autopsy on his body attributed his death to haemorrhage and shock secondary to a gunshot wound to the chest.

Luke's father Johan Bjerkhamn also received an injury to his left hand as a result of the incident. He sought medical attention at a private clinic, the QEH and was then admitted to a private clinic on Beckles Road.

A police investigation commenced. Investigators went to the clinic with the intention of interviewing Johan Bjerkhamn. They remained there for several days but were not allowed to see Mr. Bjerkhamn.

I received a letter dated April 16, 2010 from his attorneys on April 16 2010. It stated that Johan Bjerkhamn was under the care of a named Orthopedic Specialist and also a consulting psychiatrist. Reports from these doctors were attached. In summary the letter from the orthopedic specialist gave details of the injury. It was described as a troublesome injury that could  lead to severe impairment and significant disability. Further that treatment overseas was necessary.  

The report of the consulting Psychiatrist noted that as part of his treatment Mr Bjerkhamn was receiving opioid therapy.  That Opiod were mind altering substances with mind altering effects for a period of time, even after their discontinuation.

In these circumstances, the consultant advised that Mr. Bjerkhamn was not fit to undergo a forensic interview by the police.

It is my understanding, that copies of these reports were provided to my Deputy Mr. Bertie Hinds and the Director of Public Prosecutions Mr. Charles Leacock.

I was in contact with Mr. Bjerkhamn’s attorneys on April 16, 2010, and I urged the importance of having the interview.  Arrangements were made by his attorney for the investigators to see him for this purpose. The investigators went to the clinic, but the interview was not allowed by the attorneys
Meantime, Mr. Bjerkhamn attended the funeral for his son on Saturday, April 17, 2010. Investigators attended to observe the proceedings and they came to certain conclusions based on their observations.

On Monday, April 19, 2010 I called a meeting of senior police officers and the Senior Investigating Officer assigned to this case. The senior officers included the Deputy Commissioner of Police and the Assistant Commissioners of Police. After a full discussion of the case, the matter was referred to the Director of Public Prosecutions (DPP) for his advice on how to proceed. He advised us that afternoon that on the evidence on file, a charge of manslaughter should be considered.

In the meantime, a check with the clinic revealed that Mr. Bjerkhamn had been discharged.  Investigators also learned that he left Barbados at 12:43 hours on Monday April 19, 2010, by private aircraft for Miami.  Investigators applied for and were granted a warrant for his arrest.

I wish to mention a few additional points.  The investigators were duty bound to be guided by the reports of the medical team attending Mr. Bjerkhamn.  It would have been extraordinary for them to act otherwise.  But note that we did seek the advise of an independent consultant. 
It is true that the Force was in contact with Mr. Bjerkhamn’s legal team.  I considered this necessary to facilitate the investigations given the medical reports sent to us.  As to my facilitation of his leaving the country for medical attention – I do not consider that was my decision to make.  It is true the matter did not reach the Law Courts because of the special circumstances. If it had, it is conceivable that the Law Court would have given directions that would satisfy the public interest as well as the welfare of Mr. Bjerkhamn.
The way forward:

Having a warrant for the arrest of Mr. Bjerkhamn has given us certain options. Foremost is assistance of the United States law enforcement agencies. Steps have been taken in this regard.

In the meantime Mr. Bjerkhamn's attorneys have informed us that he will be returned to Barbados on Friday morning. The judicial process will take its course.

