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Qctober 25/06 MADAN JUSTICE LA. RYAN - FROSLEE
Dale Blenner-Hassett _ & I

Mr Reynolfd Robertson - Star Phoenix & CBC
Mr. Vanstone - NG

My, Robertson given status.

On 1he publication ban 1ssue, [ am going © reserve. There will, bowever, be an
mterim order. 1t 15 a hittie hike closing the barn door after the horse has left, but 1 am
concerned that the child in 1ssuc here and his step-siblings not be subjected to
umnecessary publication of their identity.

Pending my decision there shall be an order banning the publication or dissemination
by any party through a public forum, including the internet, of information whech
would tend 10 wdentify the child or his step siblings. This would include publishing
the names of the child, the step siblings or the parties themselves or ather
information, for example, addresses which would 1denufy them.

With regard to the issuc of striking, [ am going to reserve on that matter. There s an
important 1ssue of whal constitutes proper without prejudice communication and
whether it shouid ever be disclosed in proceedings. | am going to reserve on that
138ue.

I am going to make the following fiat:

The best interests of the child requires immediate action. There is a very real issue
of where this child may end up. Whai js importantis that dad have immediate contact
with the child and that this matter proceed as quickly as possible to & hearing. Even
ifthis court excludes the without prejudice correspondence that Mr. Blenner-Hasselt
objects to, there is sutficient cvidence o establish that Justice Smith’s order has not
been impiemented. Given the child’s age, delay in implementing that is not in the
child's best interest. [fthis courl were ta ultimately find that the child should be with
his father, such contact 15 important.

According to Ms IR ; o+ cvidence she was ai one time a board member
of the Children’s Haven. [ acknowledge that it was a long time ago. Buf it is
important in matters such as these that there be no question of unfairness or bias. Let
me be clear that [ am not makmg any finding of wrong doing by the Children’s

Haven.
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it appears the day of the week and the time of visitation is a problem and that that
may not be facilitated, for example, on weckends. It appears that the preschce of
dad’s commonkaw spouse, even though allowed by (he order of Mr. Justice Snuth, 18
a problem, It appears thal the terms of the access have been a problem, and that the
third partics wish to implement restrictiens.  Finally, it appears that immediate
arrangements could not be made through the Children’s Haven. For all of these
reasons [ am going 10 order that supervised access ocour through Family Justice
Services in Saskatoon Saturday mornings at 10:00 a.m. commencing this Saturday,
Octlober 28, 2006. The third parties, Ms. IR 2nd Mr. I il
be responsible for transporting the child to Saskatoon for such vigits. The standard
rerms as set out in Family Justice Scrvices Supervised Access Program Contract shatl
attach to this order without modification. In aceordance with Justice Smith’s order,
s, I <1a1! be cntitled to attend the visits.

Shoutd Farmily Jugtice Services be unable to accommodate access oh any weekend,
I note in particular that the office is closed on statutory holidays such as November
11 sr. I time with the child shalt be increased to two hours the
Saturday inunediately following the closure to make up for the time rmissed, that 1s
10:00 a.m. to 12:00 noon. The standard terms of the Supervised Access Program
Contract do nol allow Ms. | N IEGE o: M- R to be present during Mr.
I ; acccss. The terms do allow for photographs to be taken.

1 am going to order that none of the parties provide pictures of or cause the
pubtlication of pictures of this ctuld in any public forum, media or over 1he intemnet.

[ am not going to limit what Mr. [N s2ys 1o this six month old child anymore
than [ will lumit what the tlurd parties say.

[ cauiion the partics that this court has yet to make a determination on the ulttmate
custodial arrangements for this child. How they conduct themselves may have an
impact on thal determaation.

1 am going to request the co-ordinator of Faruly Justice Services to advise this court
it waiting if there are any problems carrying out the terms of this order. The Local
Registrar shall bring any such communucation to my attention and T will reconvene
this chamber application to deal with any such problem.
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i am going 1o direct that Mr. Vanstone’s client by 4:00 p.m. tomorrow attend at
Family Justice Services and sign the contract.

] am going to direct that the third partics attend on Saturday one-half hour before the
F0:00 a.m. tume specified to sign the contract.

T want to be very clear that in making this order | am implementing the access which
1o date has not occurred.

This court is deeply concerned that this matter proceed to trial expeditiously. The
child is very younyg and attachment is important. Accordingly, 1 am going to exercise
my discretion pursuant to Rulc 191 of the Queen’s Bench Rules of Court and order
that a pre-trial settlement conference not proceed unless requesied by both counsel.
I am poing to direct that a pre-trial Management Conference occur immediately
following these proceedings.

I remind the parties that the rules of contidentiality that attach to pre-trial conferences
should be followed and [ caution them against breaching those rules.

| am going to order that if the trial of this issuc is not scheduled prior to Dec. 31406,
then the issue of access is to be reviewed on Dec. 13/06 in chambers. This court’s
concern is that increasing contact may be in order to offset any delay in the process
given the attachment issue. | am going to ask that Famuly Justice Services provide
areport on the supervised access to the court for that date. Should the matter proceed
to chambers on December 13/06 the third parties shall serve and file any further
rmaterial solely relating to the father’s ongoing coniact to the child by Dec 1/06 at
4:00 p.oo. Mr. ] is 1o scrve and file his response by Dec. 8/06 at 4:00 p.m.
and any reply 15 to be served and filed by noon on Dec. 11/06.

With reference to the issue of compensatory access, [ am going to reserve on that
issue as compensalory access requires some finding of fault. I think that the letters
may very well nnpact [hat 1ssue.

With reference to the issue of costs, [ direct that the costs of today shall be costs in
the cause.

S

TOTAL .84



