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[11  THE COURT: At this stage, in terms of the preliminary objection, I am not going to address
whether the expert has the qualifications and/or experience to give the opinions that he is
going to present to the court. I would prefer to have an opportunity to review the C.V., as well
as hear the evidence of Dr. Safi on his qualifications, his experience to determine whether
he has the required expertise to give the opinions sought.

[2] In addition, on the issue of relevance, I am satisfied at this point in time that the opinion
evidence with respect to the accuracy and the nature of the spiritual guidance and religious
advice given to the defendants by the undercover operators is clearly relevant to the
entrapment and the abuse of process application by the defence.

[31 If the RCMP misled the defendants with respect to the religious advice, it certainly makes
their conduct far more egregious than if they chose to provide religious advice that was
accurate. Moreover, it would make the undercover officers' conduct more egregious if the
advice they gave in the context of religious and spiritual guidance were the extremist
religious views of the jihadists, such as Al-Qaeda and Bin Laden. That would make the
conduct far more egregious.
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[4]1 SoIam prepared to hear the qualifications of this witness to determine whether or not he is
indeed qualified to give the opinion evidence that the defence seeks to lead. "Bruce J."
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