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e Search and Seizure — Cell Phones — Where the mother had turned

over phones containing texts sent from the accused to her ten-year-old
child, the Court of Appeal for Ontario confirmed that the accused had no
reasonable expectation of privacy in those texts: R. v. PM., 2025 ONCA
208, 2025 CarswellOnt 3644 (Ont. C.A.).

Trial within a Reasonable Time — Proof and Procedure — The Court
of Appeal for Ontario held the application judge to have erred in failing to
find the delay in setting the preliminary hearing to be attributable to the
defence — underlying this conclusion, the court found the primary catalyst
for the delay had been the insufficient preparation by the defence to discuss
all legal issues at the original scheduled times, and its corresponding need
to seek instructions and adjournments: R. v. Jones, 2025 ONCA 103, 2025
CarswellOnt 1804 (Ont. C.A.).





