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[11 THE COURT: I do not want to prolong this matter. I am mindful of the submissions of
counsel and am grateful for their books of authority, as well as for their detailed arguments.

[2] Tam going to order that the Crown comply with the British Columbia Supreme Court
Criminal Practice Direction: Complex Criminal Cases (CPD-3) as follows.

[3]1 The notice of application should specify exactly which admissions are signed by and as
against which accused, as well as the purpose for which they are made. I appreciate that, Mr.
Jardine, you submitted just now that the admissions are for the second branch of s. 24(2).
However, if you set out that purpose in the notice of application, that would be helpful, and I
am directing you to do so.

[4]1 Aswell, I appreciate that the Crown has set out a number of arguments and that the analysis
may be the same, but these arguments should be set out in each notice of application.
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[5]  Further, the Crown should set out the admissions that the Crown intends to rely upon and
what proof is required. If it is the Crown's position that there is no proof required as a
consequence of the differing laws from British Columbia to Ontario, that position should be
set out in the notice of application. It should be made absolutely clear as to the purpose for
which the admission is being sought, such as for the voir dire sequence or for its possible
use at trial. "Maisonville J."
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