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MR. MIAZGA: Crown is ready to proceed on that matter.

I'm not sure if Defence have any applications they

wish to make or not, so -

THE COURT: Alright. May I have the Informations

THE

MR.

please? Did 3ﬁu hand them up, did I put them with
this other material? Well, I don't appear - oh,
alright. Now, this is the preliminary hearings of - I
find a twelve count Information, the accused being
Donald Leo Ross, Helen Susan Ross and Donald George
White, is that correct?

FERGOAT: That's correct, Your Honour. I
represent, for the record, Roger Kergoat representing

Mr. Ross, Mr. Ross alone.

COURT: So you're for Donald Ross?

EERGOAT : I am.

COURT: Mr. Mullord?

MULLORD: Your Honour, I'm appearing for Helen Ross

and Donald White.

COURT: Alright. I understand that there are
some preliminary applications, is that correct?

KERGOAT: That is correct, Your Honour.

COURT: Is this Crown applications, Defence
applications, both?

MIAZGA: Well, I think it is both applications, so
perhaps it might be most appropriate to deal with the

Defence application first, dealing - being that it
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deals with the very Information -

MR. KERGOAT: At the starting point, before my learned
friend goes into something more meaty, Defence makes
an application pursuant to Section 539 for non
broadcast and non publication of the matters in the
preliminary hearing, according to éﬁat Section.

THE COURT: I'm making an order prohibiting the
broadcast of publication at this preliminary hearing,
until the accused have been discharged or, if
committed for trial, the trial has ended.

ME. EKERGOAT: Secondly, there is an order pursuant to
Section 486(3) already that was done at the time of
the initial election and bail hearing, with respect to
the identity of the victim. I have no real status in
bringing forward any application, but I do it as a
courtesy to remind the Court, with respect to any
orders that might to identify - any evidence or naming
that might tend to identify the victims, alleged
victims in the case, and I would submit that that
should go so far as to include the names of the
accuseds.

THE COURT: Well, that comes under the, and any
information which could be disclosed, because there's
specific authority to bar publication of the name of a
Wwitness or of the complainant, and then any other

information that might tend to disclose, so it's
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strange that there's no specific authorization.

MR. KERGOAT: Fair enough.

THE COURT: I'm making an order, so it's up to the -
those who wish to broadcast to interpret it. I'm
making an order, pursuant to Section 486(3) of The
Criminal Code, directing that the identity of the
complainant and any information that could disclose
the identify of the complainant shall not be published
in any document or broadcast in any way. That's the
order you're asking for, is that correct?

MR. KERGOAT: The first order was with respect to the
preliminary hearing, under 539, and then the second
order, I just reminded the Court that it had been made
previous to -

MR. MIAZGA: Yeah, I think it was made way back at the
first appearance and maybe it's just appropriate to
indicate that order still is in effect and will be in
effect until the -

THE COURT: Blright. The earlier order under Section
586 is still in effect.

ME. KERGOAT: And the 539 order has been given? I

failed to note that.

THE COURT: Yes,
MR. KERGOAT: Thank you.
MR. MULLORD: Your Honour, the first preliminary motion

that we have this morning concerns the Information







