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Wednesday, July 7, 2021

To Whom it May Concern

Re: Ms. Deirdre Moore

Please be advised that | have been retained to represent Ms. Deirdre Moore with
regard to her ongoing matters before the Ontario Court of Justice, Criminai Division, in
Ottawa, Ontario.

Since | have been retained on these matters, several steps have been taken with
regard to addressing the state of the proceedings.

Prior to my retainer, there was much confusion and fluctuation in both the
charges which were proceeding as against Ms. Moore, which have been moved by the
Crown Attorney, for two years now, variously between the Ontario Court of Justice and
the Superior Court of Justice, at significant personal cost to Ms. Moore.

For example, Ms. Moore spent 100 days in pre-trial detention, as a person with
no criminal record, because of the ongoing fluctuation of the matters proceeding against
her. Furthermore, once a release from custody could be fashioned for Ms. Moore, it was
fashioned with regard to indictable offences which were later withdrawn by the Crown
Attorney. All the while, Ms. Moore has been denied access to her two children.

At this time, having been retained for just over a month, | can now confirm the
following with regard to Ms. Moore’'s ongoing criminal matters:

a. That any and all straight indictable charges had been withdrawn against Ms. Moore,
and more specifically, that no charges of break and enter remain before the Court, at
the request of the Crown Attorney;

b. That discussions with the Crown Attorney have commenced, and that there is a
possibility to resolve the matters as against Ms. Moore without her incurring a
criminal record;

¢. That the defense has taken the position that Ms. Moore, as a lawful co-owner to the
residence in question, could not have been either causing mischief to property under
$5,000 or uniawfully in a dwelling house, as the house and property are legally
possessed, at least in part, by Ms. Moore;




d. That the defense has confirmed this co-ownership by way of purchase of a copy of
the deed to the house in question;

e. That the defense has taken the position that, should Ms. Moore's matters be
resolved and not taken to trial, the Crown should not seek a plea to either being
untawfully in a dwelling house or mischief to property under $5000;

f.  That the Court has agreed to entertain a resolution, pending further discussions with
the Crown, under which no pleas would be sought for any property related offence;

g. That the defense has taken the position that Ms. Moore could not have been
criminally harassing a party by way of repeated communication when that party was
under an Order from family court to communicate with Ms. Moore by electronic
means for the purposes of facilitating child access;

h. That the defense has taken the position that, should Ms. Moore's matters be
resolved and not taken to trial, the Crown shouid not seek a plea to any count of
criminal harassment on this basis;

i. That the Court has agreed to entertain a resolution, pending further discussions with
the Crown, under which no pleas would be sought for any criminal harassment
charge as against Ms. Moore;

j-  That the Court has agreed to entertain a resoiution, pending further discussions with
the Crown, under which pieas would only be sought for charge(s) of disobeying a
Court Order;

k. That the defense has taken the position that any psychiatric assessments completed
with regard to Ms. Moore are inadequate, and should not be relied upon for any
resolution or sentencing purpose,

I.  That the defense has taken the position that 2 new psychiatric assessment should
be completed by an out-of-jurisdiction psychiatrist; and

m. That the Court has agreed with the same, undertaking to Order a new assessment
to be conducted by a psychiatrist external to Ottawa, Ontario.

On any potential resolution, | can advise that the defense has taken the position
that the appropriate charge on which Ms. Moore could lawfully accept responsibility
would be that of disobeying a Court Order not to attend her matrimonial home, of which
she remains a lawful co-owner to this day.

On any potential resolution, the defense would seek a sentence of an absolute
discharge for Ms. Moore, which is importantly not a conviction, does not carry conditions
on a probationary term, and would allow her to move forward from these matters without
a criminal record.



Shouid you have any further questions about the above, or shouid you like to
discuss the nature of these matters further, please do not hesitate to reach out to me by
email at alyssa@patriciabrownlawyer.com, or by telephone at 519-997-2777.

Best,

Alyssa Jervis, , 4D
Barrister & Soilicitor




