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To reflect the legalization of cannabis, the following changes have been made to Rules of Evidence, 3rd Edition.
Page 215, Case in Point 
Note that cannabis was legalized in Canada in 2018; in 2014, at the time of R v Ermine, 2014 SKPC 67, it was still illegal.

Page 222

Balancing the right of an accused to remain silent and the importance of the inquiry to the state can be difficult. If the state were to call a public inquiry into the increase in cocaine supply operations and call as a witness someone whom the police suspect of being a kingpin in the drug trade, the right of the accused might well outweigh the interests of society, particularly where there are less intrusive means of obtaining information. When considering the administration of justice, if the police were routinely to use a public inquiry process to aid their investigations of suspected criminals whom they could not catch through conventional investigative means, then the public’s perception of the administration of justice and respect for public inquiries would diminish, causing damage to this legal process.

Page 223, Question 2
Patrick MacNamara teaches at a local high school and coaches the school hockey team. He suspects that certain members of his team are snorting ketamine. Patrick calls them into his office individually for a “friendly chat.” All the players initially deny drug use, but Patrick assures them that it is in their best interests to “come clean.” He further states that if he finds out that any of his players lied to him, he will kick them off the team. The team captain readily admits to using drugs as well as providing drugs to some of his teammates. Patrick goes to the police with this information, and the player is charged with both possession and trafficking offences. Is the statement made by the player a confession? Is it admissible? Why?

Page 259, Question 1
James Horton, a 19-year-old Black male, was driving his parents’ late-model Audi when he was stopped by police, who indicated that they were investigating a rash of auto thefts in the area. During the stop, the police noticed a bottle containing capsules of hallucinogenic mushrooms and asked James about them. James freely admitted that they were his mushroom pills. The police asked James if he had anything else, and he turned over a small quantity of narcotics to the police. James was charged with possession of a narcotic. Do you think that the evidence of the narcotic would be admitted?

Page 259, Question 3
Suzanne Evans was stopped by police at a roadside checkpoint designed to reduce impaired driving. She had not consumed any alcohol, but police detected the odour of cannabis and charged Suzanne with impaired driving. The police then searched her car and discovered a small quantity of magic mushrooms in the glove box. Suzanne was charged with possession.
