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Summary
[43] Mr. Pickton’s application for a publication ban as set out in his Notice of

Motion filed May 25, 2005 and amended June 3, 2005 is denied.

[44] Section 648(1) of the Criminal Code applies to these proceedings and is

automatically engaged without an order to that effect by this Court.

[45] “Broadcast® as that term is used in s. 648(1) applies to the posting of
information on the Intemet. In the event | am wrong in this regard, however, | would
exercise my common law jurisdiction to order a ban in the same terms as s. 648(1)

with respect to the posting of information on the Intemet.

[46] In order that the intent of s. 648(1) may be most fully achieved, | order,
pursuant to this Court’s common law jurisdiction, that there be no publication or
broadcast by any means, including the Intemet, of information that would tend to
identify websites or other sources from which prohibited information about these
proceedings can be accessed, including, but not limited to, the names and

addresses of any such websites and sources.
[47] | further issue the following directions:

a. Future applications regarding restrictions on publication will be
governed by the following protocol:

i. Where reasonably possible, counsel seeking publication
restrictions will provide two days ciear notice to members of the
media who have expressed interest in receiving such notice;



i, Notice may be perfected by email distribution of the
notice of application and copies of any supporting affidavits; and

iil. Where notice’is not reasonably possible, the Court will
limit any orders respecting publication restrictions to interim
orders to expire upon a fixed date unless continued following a
hearing to which appropriate notice has been provided.

b. The terms of s. 648(1) of the Criminal Code together with the

order set out in paragraph 46 of this Ruling will be posted at the
entrances to the courtroom and any locations where a live feed of the

proceedings is transmitted.

[48] This application may be renewed if circumstances warrant. This Court will be

vigilant in protecting Mr. Pickton’s right to a fair trial and will treat failure to comply

with publication restrictions seriously.
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