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On appeal from the conviction entered on April 21, 2011 by Justice B. Wein of
the Superior Court of Justice.

ENDORSEMENT

[1]  In our view, the appeal must be allowed. The trial judge relied on hearsay
in reaching the conclusion that the appellant had knowledge of the contents of
the package. The Crown concedes that she erred in doing so. This constituted an
important part of her reasoning both at paras. 22 and 28 of her reasons. The

proviso cannot therefore be applied to maintain this conviction.



Page: 2

[2] This said, however, there was other evidence that might be sufficient to
sustain a conviction. As a result, we do not conclude that the verdict is

unreasonable.
[3] Inconclusion, therefore, the appeal is allowed and a new trial is ordered.
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