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Highlights:
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e Search and Seizure — The Wording of Section 8 — “unrea-

sonable search or seizure” — Unreasonable — At the scene of a
violent robbery of a home in a rural area, the officer recognized the
accused driver as a person who had previously been involved in vio-
lent crimes. The officer took the keys to the vehicle while the ac-
cused attempted to drive away. The Court of Appeal for Ontario
held no breach of s. 8 to have taken place — the officer’s conduct
was reasonable and justified as a measure to ensure officer safety:
R. v. Cameron, 2024 ONCA 231, 2024 CarswellOnt 4434 (Ont. C.A.).

Counsel on Arrest or Detention — Other Situations — The
counsel-of-choice did not respond either to the accused’s text-
message or to the two voice-messages left by police. The police asked
the accused whether there was another lawyer he had wished to
call. The accused had no other counsel in mind, and ultimately ac-
cepted the police’s offer to contact duty counsel. The accused later
indicated his satisfaction with his seven-minute-long consultation
with that lawyer. Subsequently, the breathalyzer test was adminis-
tered almost one hour after the accused’s first attempt to contact his
counsel. The Court of Appeal for Ontario held the police to have
taken reasonable steps to contact the accused’s counsel of choice,
and to have waited a reasonable amount of time for the two to
connect. In so doing, the appellate court disagreed with the conclu-
sion drawn by the Summary Conviction Appeals Court of a breach
of s. 10(b), which conclusion had been premised upon the police not
searching the counsel-of-choice’s website for alternative late-night
contact information; the police not asking the accused whether he
had any other means to contact his preferred choice; and a finding
that the police had “steered” the accused to duty-counsel upon ar-
rival at the police station: R. v. Edwards, 2024 ONCA 135, 2024
CarswellOnt 2213 (Ont. C.A.).



