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1 Proceedings taken in the Provincial Court of Alberta, Law Courts, Edmonton, Alberta
2
3 May 6, 2015 Afternoon Session
4
5 The Honourable Judge LeReverend Provincial Court of Alberta
6
7 C.M.T. Lim For the Crown
8 P. Edgerton-McGhan For the Accused
9 C. McNeil-Fortier Court Clerk

10
11
12 THE COURT: All right. So we are here on the sentencing for
13 Mr. Sanaee.
14
15 MR. EDGERTON: Yes, Your Honour.
16
17 THE COURT: And, Mr. Lim, I have read all of your 15
18 cases. And I have read your three.
19
20 MR. EDGERTON: So I do have one more case that I’ll refer to
21 briefly. My friend has heard of it. It’s referred to throughout Mr. Lim’s material as well,
22 but I decided to provide it in any event.
23
24 THE COURT: All right. Thank you.
25
26 MR. LIM: The Crown is alleging a criminal record for
27 Mr. Sanaee, and we’d ask that be marked as Exhibit S-1.
28
29 MR. EDGERTON: And that’s admitted, Your Honour.
30
31 THE COURT: All right. S-1.
32
33 EXHIBIT S-1 - Criminal Record of the Accused
34
35 MR. EDGERTON: Oh, is there -- that’s not the one that I’ve seen,
36 but that says the same as the one that I’ve seen.
37
38 THE COURT: Thank you. All right.
39
40 MR. LIM: And, Your Honour, I understand you are aware
41 that it’s actually not relevant because it was after the offence date of this matter. He has
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1 since been convicted, as you know, this morning of a charge with respect to a breach.
2
3 THE COURT: Since I was there, I am well-aware, yes.
4
5 MR. LIM: Yes. I understand, Your Honour that there may
6 be a  victim impact statement filed. I’d ask if it is, that we review that to see if it’s
7 appropriate for this matter to be dealt with.
8
9 THE COURT: All right. I will get you both to review them. I

10 did not know dogs could write, but that is okay.
11
12 MR. LIM: I believe it’s not a dog, Your Honour. It would
13 be one of the witnesses, I assume. I don’t believe there’s a Dr. Doolittle that’s been
14 accepted by the Court as of yet, but perhaps I’m wrong on that.
15
16 May I approach Madam Clerk?
17
18 THE COURT: Please.
19
20 MR. LIM: Thank you, Ma’am.
21
22 MR. EDGERTON: I mean, I suppose under the new rules, allowing
23 community impact statements and the broadening of impact statements, I -- it’s acceptable
24 for the Court --
25
26 THE COURT: All right.
27
28 MR. EDGERTON: -- for what it’s worth.
29
30 THE COURT: Thank you.
31
32 MR. LIM: The Crown would make that as Exhibit S-2 for
33 sentencing purposes.
34
35 THE COURT: S-2.
36
37 EXHIBIT S-2 - Victim Impact Statement
38
39 MR. LIM: And I believe the actual individual who wrote it
40 is a Nina Karpoff.
41
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1 THE COURT CLERK: I see another impact statement is on --
2
3 MR. LIM: Oh.
4
5 THE COURT CLERK: -- but it also says not applicable.
6
7 MR. LIM: Oh, I believe --
8
9 THE COURT CLERK: Is that --

10
11 MR. LIM: -- yes. This is the one that would deal with the
12 other charges --
13
14 THE COURT CLERK: Okay.
15
16 MR. LIM: -- and it’s not applicable was my comments the
17 last time.
18
19 THE COURT: Okay.
20
21 THE COURT CLERK: Oh, okay. Sorry. That’s why.
22
23 MR. LIM: Yes.
24
25 THE COURT: Okay.
26
27 THE COURT CLERK: -- it’s there. Okay.
28
29 THE COURT: And as I recall, this is the witness who testified
30 when they were out on their walk?
31
32 MR. LIM: That’s correct.
33
34 THE COURT: Okay.
35
36 MR. LIM: The two -- there was two ladies. This is one of
37 them.
38
39 THE COURT: Yes. All right. Thank you.
40
41 Speaking to Sentence by Mr. Lim
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1
2 MR. LIM: Your Honour, with respect to sentencing, we
3 have two charges --
4
5 THE COURT: Yes.
6
7 MR. LIM: -- of causing unnecessary pain and suffering to
8 an animal under Section 445.1 (1) (a), and that’s what we’re dealing with with
9 sentencing. The Crown’s position, first of all, to start off with, Your Honour, is a period

10 of incarceration of five to seven months’ incarceration, to be followed by 15 to 18
11 months’ probation. And we’re suggesting a 25 to 35-year pet prohibition, Your Honour.
12 You have before you the criminal record of the accused, the victim impact statement of
13 Nina Karpoff, as well as the book of authorities of both the Crown and the cases from my
14 friend.
15
16 I will -- later I’ll deal with, Your Honour, with respect to the position of the Crown is that
17 when you look at the case law, Your Honour, it’s all over the place. You will note that
18 specifically in Edmonton, Alberta, here, however the cases have been taken very seriously
19 by the courts. And I appreciate that the decisions that we have here are -- I’ve provided
20 are provincial decisions, but they are locally here in Edmonton, and they certainly are
21 persuasive and certainly suggest what Parliament has intended since 2008, that criminal
22 charges with respect to animal cruelty are to be taken extremely serious and worthy of
23 deterrence and denunciation, although, of course, as we know in sentencing, you also must
24 look at rehabilitation of the accused, which is why we’re looking at a period of probation,
25 Your Honour.
26
27 First of all, I will point out the mitigating and the aggravating circumstances in coming to
28 my position with respect to sentencing, Your Honour, before going to the case law. On
29 the mitigating side, Your Honour, I think the Crown needs to be balanced. He’s got no
30 related record, and it’s a relatively minimal record, Your Honour, and certainly there’s no
31 convictions for animal cruelty or animal abuse on his record. I note, Your Honour, I’m
32 trying to think of many things to look at on the mitigating side here. One could possibly
33 argue creatively that, as you may remember, there were some comments throughout the
34 trial about some publicity or media attention. And I note, Your Honour, media attention
35 sometimes can deal with the issue of specific deterrence. However, Your Honour, I
36 would respectfully submit here this case is a little bit different because while there has
37 been -- and the Crown will have to admit that there was some media attention,
38 Mr. Sanaee has also made it very clear his position that he thinks there’s nothing wrong
39 with using a cattle prod to the media. He’s made it very clear and continued to proffer
40 that even after conviction, Your Honour, to the media, and has even essentially compared
41 himself to "Mother Theresa"and such, Your Honour. So that also sort of defeats the
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1 purpose of if you want to call specific deterrence. So while I appreciate there has been
2 some media attention, you need to give a balanced approach.
3
4 There are some aggravating factors, Your Honour, and I’m going to suggest the
5 aggravating factors are that we’re dealing with three animals who were cattle prodded in
6 front of members of the general public or perhaps were, in some cases, the owners. We
7 have a position of trust, Your Honour. That’s number two most on the aggravating factor
8 here. We have the owner of the animal or arguably someone in control of the animals
9 who basically -- these animals should be receiving love and affection and from the

10 animals. Instead, they are subjugated to a chorus of attacks by cattle prods. And, you
11 know, much of the cases sort of suggested that human beings are the superior of the
12 beings. There’s supposed to be an amount of -- you look at especially the decisions here
13 in Edmonton by Judge Stevens-Guille and Judge Anderson in the sense that the, you
14 know, people should have better judgment here, Your Honour. Especially, I’m going to
15 suggest that we are in a situation here where not only do we have a human being
16 responsible for the animals, we have someone acting as a dog whisperer or a dog trainer,
17 Your Honour. I think the evidence was pretty clear that he was operating it not only as a
18 doggie day care, if I can call it, but he was giving and proffering expertise information.
19 And this is someone we should be able to trust, and we note that several educated or
20 people would still bring their animals in even though they saw the animal being
21 cattle-prodded, and that’s something that we need to deal and deals with the issue of
22 specific deterrence.
23
24 On the aggravating side here, we also have, Your Honour -- I’m suggesting there is a
25 need for specific deterrence. The accused throughout the trial, and besides the media
26 comments that I made, maintained that it was appropriate treatment to use a cattle prod
27 and how he carried it around with him for training and for the use of on a dog. He was
28 firm, and I would suggest, unapologetic, and as I said before, he went to the media saying
29 it was appropriate technique, Your Honour, and that’s something to consider what you
30 need for specific deterrence. I would suggest his conduct -- forget about what happened
31 in the media -- in this courtroom was very clear that he thinks that this is something that
32 he continued to do and continued to proffer as something that was appropriate. I don’t
33 know if it’s really aggravating, Your Honour, here but basically Mr. Sanaee’s actions, I
34 would suggest, were basically -- defy common logic and common sense that you would
35 use a device clearly meant for a thousand-pound or a larger animal, Your Honour, or that
36 it would be safe to somehow use on a smaller companion-type animal such as a dog.
37
38 Now, I’m just going to go briefly, Your Honour, on a summary of the cases that I’ve
39 provided.
40
41 THE COURT: I have read them.
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1
2 MR. LIM: Thank you, Your Honour. I would like to just
3 point out a couple of things. And of course, I understand my friend has his cases, too. I
4 would suggest none of them are exactly on point mainly because we’re dealing here,
5 which is rarer than these other cases here, with a situation involving specific deterrence
6 being required as well besides general deterrence where the accused in a position of trust
7 not because just he’s an owner or controlling the animal, but he’s also a trainer or a dog
8 whisperer-type position. That clearly distinguishes it, and I would say it’s far more
9 aggravating. I would also suggest, Your Honour, the reason why a period of incarceration

10 is being required, besides Parliament’s intention, Your Honour, is that when you look at
11 facing imparity, a lot of these cases that I’ve provided and my friend, they involve
12 situations where the animal, not that this Crown or any person should condone -- where
13 the animals were doing something wrong, they were misbehaving. They were walking the
14 dog or the individual was trying to sleep and the cats knock things over or whatever the
15 type of thing here, not that we’re advocating it’s appropriate behaviour, but that it was an
16 immediate response, like a quick shove or push or whatever the case may be. In this
17 situation at bar here, we have in many cases -- and at least two of the situations, if not all
18 three, were basically of innocent sitting dogs who then had a cattle prod used on them,
19 Your Honour. And of course, arguably, even in the third situation, put that dog in that
20 situation where he was going to be obviously -- with a food issue, that he was going to be
21 somewhat aggressive, Your Honour. And I would suggest that’s clearly different from
22 these other cases where I want to say -- I won’t say it’s self-defense, certainly, but
23 certainly, Your Honour, there were certainly more mitigating circumstances. This case is
24 far worse.
25
26 In the cases that I have provided, Your Honour, the first three cases that I actually
27 provided to you are basically giving you the direction that Parliament is going on. I know
28 that you said you have read it, Your Honour. I just want to focus --
29
30 THE COURT: Yes. And I have also noticed that as time goes
31 by from 2008 to the present, the sentences are getting higher.
32
33 MR. LIM: Right. And the -- and it’s been clear that
34 Parliament had intended that by specifying that the minimum -- sorry, the maximum
35 sentences had been raised to five years. You will note in the Dudar decision, which is
36 the Edmonton decision that’s in Tab 4 of this book of authorities I’ve provided, on page
37 13, and I just want to draw your attention to what Judge Anderson includes in looking at
38 what we’re dealing with animal cases of cruelty. It’s page 13, line 37. Page 13, line --
39
40 THE COURT: Yes. Thank you.
41



7

1 MR. LIM: Which leads then the cruelty to animal. And I
2 appreciate that both counsel suggest that the range of sentence should be 15 to 30 days. I
3 disagree. As you may have gleaned from the sentences that I have seen or have been
4 imposing in relation to the other matters, when a person is disadvantaged and is
5 committing offences as a result of having been dealt a poor deck of cards and the like, I
6 tend to be quite sympathetic. When people whip or kick dogs, I am not sympathetic
7 because surely when you are sober and you look at that, taking advantage of a creator that
8 cannot defend itself, the exploitation of others, which, frankly, you yourself have been a
9 victim is not justified and is simply going to be punished because there is no explanation

10 that justifies it. And then he recommends or gives a sentence of sentence of three months
11 consecutive, Your Honour. And the significance of that here, the facts that it was no
12 injuries to that dog, it was one dog being walked and essentially had its -- was being
13 walked by an individual. An officer sees the dog having the chain or the leash pulled
14 three times, too hard, and then whipped a few times. The dog cowered and winced, but
15 we were talking about one dog, and that was a 90-day sentence, despite the individual
16 having the totality principle, of course, because he had many other charges unrelated -- as
17 you may remember, there were several Informations and a guilty plea. And I use that as
18 a good standard, Your Honour, with the principle where I’m coming with five to seven
19 months here.
20
21 The Villebrun decision also had a mental health kind of person. As you may recall, this
22 is the person who accused the dog of being an alien. There were minor injuries in that
23 one, a bit of cuts to the bottom of the foot when the animal was, shall we say, strangled
24 and throttled, but again, very minor injuries, and we were dealing with only one animal,
25 certainly not a dog train nowhere a position of trust. Again, that was 90 days.
26
27 The Chalmers decision, which the Court has, we went straight to the sentencing of
28 Chalmers, Your Honour, which is in Tab A. Judge Stevens-Guille, again, that was,
29 again -- and those other ones were guilty pleas, too, Your Honour. They’re not after a
30 trial. And again, I know the Court’s already looked at the Parliament’s detention, but if
31 you turn to page 22 of the Chalmers decision in Tab 8, line 35. That’s 22, line 35 to 41.
32 And this is Judge Stevens-Guille’ sentence with respect to two cats who arguably have
33 been misbehaving, and their injuries were worse that what we have at the case at bar for
34 sure. But here’s the position with respect to sentencing. He says, and I quote:
35
36 There is sort of a tendency for some to say, well, these are just
37 animals. They are not people. What’s the big deal? Both the
38 Parliament and I think the majority of Canadians view the conduct
39 that he has pled guilty to to be deserving of serious denunciation
40 on their behalf, and if not punishment, a sentence which will let
41 everybody else know if he is past that and doesn’t need to know it
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1 now, that if you abuse animals who are not able to defend
2 themselves, obviously, and not able to speak out, they are very
3 vulnerable. It is not going to be viewed as though they are just
4 animals, and you will face a significant response if you are caught
5 and convicted.
6
7 And again, Your Honour, with Parliament’s intentions and looking at what was going on
8 here in Edmonton here, I’m suggesting, Your Honour, you’re looking at already --
9 certainly over a 90-day period of incarceration here. Looking at -- and again, compared

10 to the Villebrun and the Dudar decision here, I’m suggesting five to seven months, Your
11 Honour, is a message that sends deterrence, general deterrence. I’m arguing, Your
12 Honour, I believe appropriately in this case here because of what you’ve seen in the trial
13 let alone outside the court that we need specific deterrence in this particular situation here,
14 as well, which is why I think the Court will have to look at a longer period of
15 incarceration.
16
17 I am not saying, Sir, Your Honour, that we should close the door on this individual here
18 because as we all know here, we need to rehabilitate our people. Mr. Ali Sanaee will be
19 on the streets eventually and back again if the Court agrees a period of incarceration is
20 appropriate. I’m suggesting, Your Honour, that probation, at least 15 months to 18
21 months, should be considered by this Court. Some of the terms, Your Honour, I’m
22 suggesting -- I can provide these to the Court -- are keep the peace and be of good
23 behaviour, a reporting condition --
24
25 THE COURT: All right. Just tell me the unusual ones.
26
27 MR. LIM: Assessment and treatment of psychiatric or
28 physiological, I’m also suggesting these terms that should be narrowed to the probation
29 should be probably part of the prohibition, if the Court agrees a prohibition is appropriate,
30 and that is including to not own, possess, control, or reside at any residence with any pet
31 including but not limited to dogs, cats, or ferrets, shall not participate or be involved in
32 any business involving pets or animals, including volunteer work, businesses,
33 organizations that’s main purpose is dealing with pets; shall not enter in any business or
34 organization’s business which involves pets, including but not limited to pet organizations
35 and pet stores, pet day cares, and pet training centres; and shall not provide or distribute
36 any pet information, training, or directives. The latter one, Your Honour, I think I’ve
37 seen been utilized, and you have to get the approval, usually, of the accused. But my
38 concern here is, Your Honour, is him trying to proliferate this information -- this
39 misinformation that is not only wrong, but also harmful to animals, that using a cattle
40 prod is appropriate for training and caring for an animal.
41



9

1 THE COURT: What is it I need his consent for?
2
3 MR. LIM: I believe to -- to -- to put a term in for him not
4 to provide or distribute any pet information, training, or directives, pet directives. Maybe
5 this Court disagrees with me. I’m just seeing -- I’ve seen at least some courts ask if they
6 want to put something like that. I know that was a case -- and Your Honour, perhaps I
7 should go -- the most recent case on animal cruelty is from last week. I don’t have the
8 transcript because it just happened last week. The Honourable Judge Bilodeau was sitting
9 on that trial. The matter was Darren McPike (phonetic), M-C-P-I-K-E. In that case there,

10 there was a domestic assault, and then -- and he was convicted. The accused was
11 convicted of beating his boyfriend. At one point, he kicked the dog down some stairs, a
12 puppy with -- or that was about five pounds. It didn’t touch the stairs. It landed on the
13 landing. There were no injuries. It yelped.
14
15 THE COURT: Okay. Okay. So --
16
17 MR. LIM: The Court said -- the Court said 15 days in gaol
18 and said that it -- it had to be real gaol time, although they did have it concurrent with the
19 minor assault on the individual.
20
21 THE COURT: Okay. The question I wanted is why do you
22 think I need his consent to order him not to distribute information relating to animals?
23
24 MR. LIM: Judge Bilodeau put a -- asked -- said that
25 thought that he should ask the accused whether or not his or her -- in this case, he --
26 would agree to a term of not distributing information. In that case, it was with respect to
27 about the accused or the complainant, sorry.
28
29 THE COURT: All right.
30
31 MR. LIM: But certainly it’s in the Court’s -- but I think in
32 this situation, considering the facts here, Your Honour, we need to look at protecting the
33 public as well, here, from the evidence. And that’s why I think that’s a needed, necessary
34 term, Your Honour, in respect to the probation order if this Court will consider it.
35
36 THE COURT: Okay.
37
38 MR. LIM: I am also suggesting, Your Honour, a 25 to
39 35-year pet prohibition, Your Honour. And I thought about this very carefully, Your
40 Honour, and that’s mainly because of the evidence and the conduct of Mr. Sanaee. And,
41 you know, I appreciate he has the freedom of rights to believe in whatever he wants to,
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1 but it becomes a concern when it’s dangerous or harmful to living creators, in this case
2 animals, and these the cattle prods. I’m suggesting that something to the wording that the
3 accused shall not own, possess, or control, or reside in any residence with any pet,
4 including but not limited to dogs, cats, and-or ferrets for a period of 25 to 35 years,
5 whatever the Court finds appropriate, with no exceptions. This means the accused shall
6 not have contact or be involved with any pet, including but not limited to dogs, cats,
7 and-or ferrets, including through work, business, societies, organizations, hobbies clubs,
8 and-or social activities.
9

10 THE COURT: Okay.
11
12 MR. LIM: And, Your Honour, I think, backing up, the
13 reason why we have to be so clear with the wording of this is that even on, I understand
14 the matter from this morning here, you could tell that the individual doesn’t even get why
15 there was a -- essentially a not possess or control an animal. And that will be my
16 position, Your Honour. And this is not to be punitive. I want to make it very clear.
17 This is more about the safety of a particular part of our society, the living creatures
18 known as dogs and cats.
19
20 THE COURT: All right. Thank you.
21
22 MR. LIM: I can provide the Court the wording, if you
23 would like, Your Honour, I’m suggesting.
24
25 THE COURT: Well, we will get into that when I give my
26 decision. All right.
27
28 MR. LIM: And that is pursuant to Section 447.1, Your
29 Honour.
30
31 THE COURT: Yes. Thank you.
32
33 MR. LIM: That’s the position of the Crown, Your Honour,
34 in respect to sentencing.
35
36 THE COURT: Thank you. Mr. Edgerton.
37
38 Speaking to Sentence by Mr. Edgerton
39
40 MR. EDGERTON: Well, Your Honour, I’ll start -- you can stay
41 seated. I’ll start with an overview of Mr. Sanaee’s life. We did not have the benefit of a
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1 PSR, but I did sit down with him for a couple of hours, and we talked about --
2
3 THE COURT: M-hm.
4
5 MR. EDGERTON: -- what’s going on in his life. Mr. Sanaee was
6 born in 1977. He’s 38 years old right now. Some of the earliest memories of his life are
7 protests going on outside of his window. Many of the protests were anti-American in
8 nature, due to the political climate at the time and the fact the U.S. was backing Iraq in
9 the war against Iran. He lived in Tehran, which was a part of the war zone, and it was

10 under bombardment. It came to the point that air raid sirens, blackouts, and bombings
11 became a routine occurrence in his life. He told me of the precautions that they used to
12 take, like taping windows and leaving doors open a crack so that if a bomb struck nearby,
13 they would not be injured as much by the concussion or by flying glass. He lived in
14 those conditions under 1988 when his family escaped to Turkey. He was born an
15 illegitimate chimed of an Islamic woman in Iran, and that caused huge problems for -- for
16 both him and his mother.
17
18 He was raised by his grandparents, and as far as he knew, they were his actual parents,
19 and his biological mother was his sister. When he was seven years old, he was being
20 babysat by the person he thought was his sister, which was actually his mother. She had
21 a newborn chimed with her and his four-year-old half-sister. He was tasked with looking
22 out for his half-sister, as his mom was looking after the baby. They were on a street
23 corner, and his -- and his mother had the baby in her arms and was attempting to pay for
24 a cab driver. At that time, his four-year-old sister dashed out in the road and Ali
25 attempted to follow her to grab her, and both were struck by a dump truck. His sister was
26 killed, and Ali was badly injured. He describes himself assist waking up in the hospital
27 covered in bandages and quite banged up. The family blamed him for his sister’s death,
28 and he described himself as treated as though he was a bad omen or a bringer of death
29 into the family. This was already -- he was already on shaky ground with them, and
30 that -- this didn’t help matters any.
31
32 For a year after that, he had no interaction whatsoever with his biological mother. It was
33 at that time when he was eight years old that his grandmother died, and he was effectively
34 in his mind orphaned. It was then that his biological mother adopted him, as far as he
35 knew, that they were now his foster parents, his biological mother and his stepfather. He
36 lived with them in -- in -- in a difficult situation in Iran. He remembers them threatening
37 him that they would send him to an orphanage if he didn’t behave, and he describes
38 Iranian orphanages as a little -- I think the words he used was like an Oliver Twist type of
39 thing where it wasn’t -- it wasn’t a nice place to go, so it was quite a psychological threat,
40 as well as that, the fear of abandonment, the physical abuse began at the hand of his
41 stepfather.
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1
2 When he was ten years old, the family left Iran for Turkey as refugees, and it was at that
3 point that the abuse at the hands of his stepfather began to escalate. He recounts being
4 tied up and beaten, as well as his stepfather heating up a metal spoon on a camping stove
5 and pressing it into his flesh. He recalls being burned by a cigarette on a couple of
6 occasions as well. I asked him, you know, what would precipitate the abuse, and he said,
7 well, things like bad grades --
8
9 THE COURT: Things like?

10
11 MR. EDGERTON: Bad grades.
12
13 THE COURT: Okay.
14
15 MR. EDGERTON: Misbehaviour. He describes his stepfather as
16 extremely abusive to both he and his mother, although his mother would fight back. They
17 had a tumultuous and violent relationship. The thing that, I don’t know, oddly -- because
18 it’s weird to me, I guess, disturbed me was that his father was Islamic and didn’t drink
19 and do drugs, so all of this violence was not a result of drunken rages. It was a sober
20 person inflicting torture -- on -- on Mr. Sanaee.
21
22 When he was about 12 years old, they came from Turkey to Canada as refugees. He
23 describes the abuse as escalating further when they got to Canada. He was beaten, and in
24 his words, tortured, left locked in a room for days while his cuts and bruises healed as he
25 couldn’t be sent to school when he was beat up. He advises that his stepfather also had,
26 in his words, upgraded his hardware and began whipping him with a coaxial cable, like a
27 cable TV line cable, with a plastic stripped off the end so that not only would it leave a
28 welt, but it would also cut the skin as he was whipped. He also remembers being burned,
29 he said, two or three more times while he was in Canada.
30
31 At about the time that he was 14, a neighbour got concerned with what was going on, and
32 while his parents were away from the home came over and was very insistent at knocking
33 at the door until Mr. Sanaee answered the door. After talking to the neighbour and the
34 neighbour seeing the marks on his body and seeing what was going on in the house, she
35 convinced Mr. Sanaee to call the police and -- and report the -- the abuse. The police
36 showed up, took him away. They took him to a police station where he was made to
37 remove all of his clothes so that they could take pictures of his body to show the cuts and
38 the bruises that were on it for evidence, and he was put into foster care. His mother, in
39 an attempt to protect his stepfather, took responsibility for a lot of the abuse, and in the
40 ensuing court process, his stepfather was given what he describes as a slap on the wrist.
41 He doesn’t know exactly what happened, but he knows that his stepfather didn’t go to
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1 gaol. But he does know that years later, his stepfather was ejected from the country for
2 selling drugs.
3
4 So Mr. Sanaee is now 14 years old. He’s put into foster care. He was originally put into
5 a house with one other kid that was -- the parents’ biological child, as he was sort of
6 assessed while the court process was going on. He describes the experience as a
7 significant culture shock: strange food, weird customs and habits, and he still couldn’t
8 really speak English because he’d only been in Canada for a couple of years at that point.
9 After about a year at that house, he was put into a few different group homes where his

10 treatment at the hands of other people didn’t get any better. He describes himself as
11 having bad clothes. He couldn’t speak English very well. He didn’t fit into the Canadian
12 culture. He was called racist names. His stuff was stolen. He was beaten up by other
13 kids in the group homes. So by the age of 16, he said enough of that. He was going to
14 move out on his own.
15
16 So since he’s moved out on his own, he’s struggled with some difficulties, ADHD and
17 PTSD from the -- well, from his growing up, upbringing. He -- as you know, has an
18 extreme difficulty being on time. He has difficulty staying on task, gets distracted very
19 easily, can’t focus very well, which has made him cycle through multiple different jobs.
20 He described himself as attempting landscaping, construction, auto mechanic, heavy-duty
21 mechanic, child care worker, and educational assistant, but due his difficulty focusing --
22 he didn’t say showing up on time, but I’m sure that that was part of it. He -- he wasn’t
23 able to keep a job for very long. But at 16 years old, he did find anything --
24
25 THE COURT: Okay. What training did he have to be an
26 educational assistant?
27
28 MR. EDGERTON: I didn’t ask about that. I did ask what caused
29 the demise of that, and it was --
30
31 THE COURT: Okay. Well, let’s answer that question. What
32 training did you have to be an educational assistant and where did you work?
33
34 THE ACCUSED: I worked at Woodside Behaviour program.
35
36 THE COURT: Wood --
37
38 THE ACCUSED: It’s just by NAIT, Woodside. Now it’s called
39 Woodside at Aspen Community School, and it’s up by Westmount. It deals with children
40 like -- kids that were like myself in -- in the system, kids that have been essentially
41 spelled from school for behaviour.
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1
2 THE COURT: Yes.
3
4 THE ACCUSED: So they go to this behaviour school, and
5 sometimes they can earn their privileges back to go back to normal school.
6
7 THE COURT: Okay. And so when and for how long did you
8 work there?
9

10 THE ACCUSED: I believe I worked there for a school year, and
11 at the end of it, I was let go because they said there was a -- a technicality, the way that I
12 had filled out a form, and the question -- there was a question that had asked if you had
13 ever been charged or convicted of a criminal offence. I didn’t understand. I thought it
14 meant charged and convicted, so I put no. And I lost my job because of that.
15
16 THE COURT: And what year was that?
17
18 MR. EDGERTON: His -- his JOIN sheet indicates a conditional
19 discharge which he received. It didn’t make it to the criminal record.
20
21 THE COURT: All right. And what year was that?
22
23 THE ACCUSED: That would be 2008, approximately.
24
25 THE COURT: Okay. What training did you have to teach
26 there?
27
28 THE ACCUSED: I didn’t teach. I assisted the -- I -- I assisted
29 the teacher with the teaching materials and with the student and the student behaviour.
30 And the reason I got that job is because I was volunteering with Catholic Social Services,
31 which deals with abused children, and after volunteering there, I got a job with them for
32 approximately five years. And then I decided to try my hand at something else. That
33 didn’t work out, so then I came back to the school, and they hired me -- actually, I was
34 taught by one of the teachers that had taught me, in the same school.
35
36 THE COURT: Okay. Thank you.
37
38 MR. EDGERTON: So we’re at 16 years old now. He did find
39 something he was good at in his life, and that was caring for animals. One of the
40 memories that he related to me, one of the positive memories of his youth in Iran that he
41 related to me, was his grandpa who -- who had a chicken that he found with a broken leg,
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1 and so he fashioned some sort of a cast or a splint for the leg of the chicken so that the
2 chicken could be okay. Now he kind of laughed and said, well, then, you know, it went
3 as chickens do, and it was eaten after it grew up, but it leave an impression. And caring
4 for the animal left an impression on Mr. Sanaee. So when he was 16, he started helping
5 to fix broken pigeons. He advised me that the Edmonton Journal actually has a picture of
6 him with one of his injured pigeons that he’s nursing back to health when he was 16
7 years old.
8
9 It was around that time that he decided to become a vegan. He described that experience

10 as he was eating chicken wings and looked at one of his pet pigeons and realized that,
11 really, there was no difference between the wing that he was eating and the pigeon that he
12 was trying to help. He threw out all of the meat in his house and now regrets that. He
13 says he should have fed it to some animals rather than throwing it out, but he didn’t think
14 at the time about it and just threw out all the meat, and hasn’t eaten meat or drank milk
15 or animal products since.
16
17 When he was 18 years old, he got his first dog. He -- he adopted it from somebody who
18 didn’t want it anymore and was going to surrender it. At the time, he had two cats and a
19 bunch of pigeons that had injured their wings. Although he repaired their wings and the
20 bones had mended, they still couldn’t fly, so he sort of adopted the -- adopted the pigeons
21 and they became his pets. And from that point on, he couldn’t turn down any animal that
22 was going to go to a shelter or that he felt was -- if it went to a shelter, it would be
23 destroyed. And that’s how B.A.R.K. came along.
24
25 As you heard during the trial, the tag line was "every dog deserves a second chance."
26 Mr. Sanaee saw himself as the last bastion of the animal before it went to the Humane
27 Society and was put down for behavioural issues. He -- as he testified to, specialized in
28 dogs with behavioural issues, specifically what he described as bully breeds and the
29 breeds that get put down if they bite -- well, I guess all breeds get put down if they bite,
30 but -- so people would come to his -- to B.A.R.K. They’d surrender the animals because
31 they couldn’t care for them anymore or because they were -- they had behavioural issues
32 that they couldn’t deal with. And Mr. Sanaee would attempt to rehabilitate them and
33 rehome them. If he couldn’t rehome then, he ended up keeping them and building up
34 this -- this roster of dogs which brought him to the attention of the neighbourhood and
35 eventually bylaw and eventually police.
36
37 He wasn’t looking to make a profit. He was -- well, he wasn’t -- and he wasn’t making a
38 profit. He was just doing it to help the animals. Certainly his methods of keeping the
39 dogs under control, although justified to him, have been found by this Court not to be
40 justified. He’s described it to me as he couldn’t have shock collars on all the dogs and
41 carry around a handful of remote controls and try to get the right dog before it bit, but he
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1 could carry what he saw as a shock collar on the end of a stick and administer the shock
2 in a consistent and quick manner.
3
4 After B.A.R.K. closed, he was on to disability where he was getting 600 to $700 a month.
5 He tells me that he has been working since that time, basically, to get on AISH, and
6 there’s a number of doctor’s appointments and stuff that have to be completed. He’s
7 completed that process. He’s been accepted to AISH. However, he hasn’t received his
8 first cheque. He’s expecting it in six to eight weeks, and then from then on he’ll be in a
9 more stable keel.

10
11 Now, I don’t -- obviously, don’t need to go through all the case law. You’ve read it, and
12 there’s just a few comments that I could make. Specifically, referring to the Chalmers
13 decision and the Dudar decision. Both of these were referred to from my friend.
14
15 THE COURT: Okay.
16
17 MR. EDGERTON: They both happened after this offence date.
18 The offence date was 2012, and as it’s been a long time to get this over with. So those --
19 those do -- Your Honour is absolutely correct. There has been an escalation. And it
20 continued since the offence date as well, but we can’t forget that the offence date was
21 2012 prior to those two cases which my friend referred to specifically.
22
23 The bulk of the other cases, I would say, are a far cry from the cases that we have here.
24 The common thread -- I won’t say without exception, but the common thread between the
25 cases is these almost all happened in domestic violence connections. The violence visited
26 onto the animals was part of the domestic abuse type of situation. Often people were
27 pushed and shoved, and -- and other violent acts happened at the same time as the animal
28 was injured. Also, if we put them on a continuum of severity, and I don’t like to draw a
29 parallel like this, but my friend has already drawn the parallel -- if we’re treating animals
30 like humans, these offences that my friend brings before the Court as case law are
31 murders. They’re aggravated assaults. They’re, at the very least, assault causing bodily
32 harm. What we have here that Mr. Sanaee is being sentenced on, I would submit, is a
33 simple assault, brief, transitory, no injury alleged to the dog. And my friend conceded
34 during the time that there was no injury to any of these animals alleged.
35
36 So what we’re sentencing, if we’re looking at these cases to describe a range, my
37 submission is that the range ought to be a simple assault, far below these cases that are
38 before the Court. I know -- I don’t fault my friend for it. These simple assault type of
39 cases don’t come before the Court often. I know I’ve been involved in several with my
40 friend. Often they go the way of the animal protection act charges without a criminal
41 record. There’s a fine, and -- and they just don’t make it here.
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1
2 I did give you some cases.
3
4 THE COURT: Yes. Three.
5
6 MR. EDGERTON: Yes.
7
8 THE COURT: And four. I read the fourth.
9

10 MR. EDGERTON: And they are -- they’re neglect cases, but what
11 I hope to highlight there and -- and my friend didn’t get into it, so I won’t really get into
12 it, is there’s hallmark signs of -- of actual long-term neglect of animals, the burns on the
13 paws, the missing fur, the -- all those -- the overgrown toenails, all of that stuff -- that
14 wasn’t proceeded on in these cases. So we really are talking about a very brief transitory
15 suffering given to the dog --
16
17 THE COURT: Okay. But we are not. That is where I
18 disagree with you. We are --
19
20 MR. EDGERTON: Very well.
21
22 THE COURT: -- talking about an appropriate method of
23 training a dog. That is what we are talking about. We are not talking about a brief abuse,
24 although that forms the charge. But he believes what he did was appropriate. He held
25 himself out as a dog whisperer, letting the public know that was appropriate. And that is
26 what makes this case very different from the ones that you and Mr. Lim have put before
27 me.
28
29 MR. EDGERTON: Now, my submission would be that that -- that
30 makes it less serious than the ones that are before you from my myself and
31 Mr. Lim. Those are cases of violence distributed with intent to harm, to break an animal,
32 to smash its bones, to crush its head. Those are violent cases by violent people. Almost
33 everybody in there has a record for assaults, weapons, other violent offences. This is not
34 a violent man. This is a man who was training a dog. You might not agree -- you don’t
35 agree with his methods. But shock collars are used as an accepted, although
36 controversial, as our expert said, training tool. And there was no actual evidence of
37 difference in quantity of the shock administered between a shock collar and a cattle prod.
38
39 THE COURT: Oh, I think I could say there is a difference
40 between the shock administered by a collar, which is designed for a dog, and a cattle
41 prod, which is designed for a cow.
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1
2 MR. EDGERTON: The cattle prods are used on pigs, which weigh
3 approximately the same as a dog. There’s different types of cattle prods. They’re the
4 green one, the blue one, the black one. They all administer different kinds of shocks. We
5 had no evidence of any of that before the Court, but the fact is that hog producers,
6 truckers, livestock truckers, use them to pigs. Pigs don’t have fur. They’re roughly --
7 well, they’re heavier than dogs, but what I’m saying is that we have no evidence of how
8 much over the top of a shock collar -- and there’s shock collars for little dogs, little
9 Pomeranians, and there’s shock collars for big, 100-pound dogs as well. So there’s --

10 there’s this huge variation of shock. And at some point on that continuum, the shock is
11 unacceptable, and we just don’t have the evidence of where on that continuum the shock
12 is unacceptable. So in any event, Mr. Sanaee stepped over that line, and he was found
13 guilty. But that’s a gray -- a gray area. It’s not black and white.
14
15 THE COURT: Not in my mind.
16
17 MR. EDGERTON: Very well. I’ll move on. The -- the mens reas
18 of violence of hurting an animal, of destroying an animal, was not there in Mr. Sanaee’s
19 case. In Mr. Sanaee’s case, although objectively not reasonable, in his mind, he was
20 doing what he could to save these animals from going to the Humane Society and being
21 destroyed at that point in time. He was attempting to save their lives. And that’s the
22 intent behind him -- behind his testimony and what he said to the Court. So I would
23 submit that all these cases with violence, with domestic violence, with threats, with
24 strangling, choking, beating, are far worse than what Mr. Sanaee was convicted of here
25 today.
26
27 Now, with respect to sentencing, Mr. Sanaee has suffered consequences as a result of this.
28 One of the consequences, he’s been on the recognizance which doesn’t let him own any
29 pets. He described these pets on the stand and to me as members of his family that were
30 taken away from him. He loves dogs. And so for the past two years, he’s been not only
31 in legal limbo, but it’s been on the recognizance that he not -- not have any of his dogs,
32 and that has caused him significant grief is the right word throughout. There’s also the
33 public shaming that he received. For some reason, people are a heck of a lot more
34 concerned about the mistreatment of animals than children. The vitriol that I have read
35 that was posted on his Facebook wall, his Facebook page, throughout the media, every
36 article that comes out is filled with comments that are very unpleasant, bordering on
37 threatening to Mr. Sanaee, and it -- once it’s on the Internet, it’s there forever. You can
38 Google his name, and he’s advised me that when he tries to date, the first thing people do
39 nowadays is Google your name, and guess what comes up? And guess what will always
40 come up whenever somebody Googles Mr. Sanaee’s name.
41
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1 There’s the loss of his -- of his business, although he wasn’t making a lot of money. His
2 business is gone. Everything he owned was in the building, and it’s gone as well, so he
3 had to basically restart his life all over again. He spent a couple of weeks in gaol before
4 he was granted bail, so I’m not asking for a period of incarceration, but I am asking that
5 the period of time he spent in gaol be -- be looked at as a mitigating factor, certainly.
6
7 Now, I’ve been instructed by Mr. Sanaee to seek no pet prohibition. I understand my
8 friend wants 25 to 35 years. That’s a -- well, up until a year ago, that was a life sentence.
9 Mr. Sanaee cares for animals. He, as I have described in -- in my submissions about his

10 person, they -- they form a -- he has an attachment to of them. He loves animals, and so
11 that’s a significant punishment. Any pet prohibition whatsoever I submit is a significant
12 punishment to Mr. Sanaee, regardless of what else happens.
13
14 I urge Your Honour to consider the restraint principle. If thinking of imposing a period
15 of incarceration, I think that there are many other sentences that one can craft, many other
16 options, besides incarceration for a case like this. I’m seeking fines on these matters,
17 quantity being $1,000 per charge. It doesn’t -- oftentimes when we throw out numbers
18 like that, it doesn’t seem like quite an amount of money, but at paying that at $50 a
19 month, that’s a few years of every month having to come and pay a fine. The other thing
20 I urge Your Honour to consider is the fact that yes, there was not a guilty plea on this
21 matter. However, on the first day of trial, 12 charges were stayed. Mr. Sanaee, I believe,
22 was found not guilty of two more or three, and was only convicted of two out of all of
23 the charges that were before the Court. So there were, obviously, some significant triable
24 issues that precluded resolution. So he should not be -- well, that’s the wrong word, but
25 the credit that he would receive for an early guilty plea shouldn’t be completely
26 diminished, just given the way that the case played out.
27
28 If Your Honour does consider a pet prohibition, Mr. Sanaee attended here earlier today
29 with his roommate, and we talked a little bit about how his roommate owned three dogs.
30 Mr. Sanaee is on AISH. He’s living with a roommate. If the pet prohibition takes the
31 shape that he cannot be in the same house as other animals, he’s on the street, looking for
32 a new place to live. And so I urge Your Honour to take that into consideration, if -- if
33 deciding to craft a pet prohibition, that he -- he’s living in a house. His roommate was --
34 has three dogs, and then -- and they live together, and he is of limited means. It will
35 cause -- it’s -- it’ll cause a problem, if that’s -- if that’s what Your Honour decides to do.
36
37 I believe, Your Honour, subject to any questions, those are my submissions.
38
39 THE COURT: All right. Thank you. Is there anything you
40 would like to say, Mr. Sanaee?
41
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1 THE ACCUSED: No, thank you, Your Honour.
2
3 MR. LIM: May I briefly reply, Your Honour, to my
4 friend’s comments?
5
6 THE COURT: Yes.
7
8 Submissions in Reply by Mr. Lim
9

10 MR. LIM: Your Honour, very briefly, in examining the
11 cases that the Crown has provided in the book of authorities that my friend commented
12 on, I would suggest they are not situations where -- that the animals had been, shall we
13 say, as my friend says -- he used the term assaulting or some human form. Clearly the
14 laws have been very strict and clear that animals are different than people, and, in fact,
15 the sentencing provisions, as Judge Anderson and Stevens-Guille have pointed out clearly,
16 that because of their unique differences, i.e., they can’t speak, they can’t talk, they can’t
17 get help, that is something that needs to be considered in the sentencing.
18
19 As with respect to the other so-called violence that went on with them, Your Honour, I’m
20 suggesting that the behavioural conduct of the accused is equal to those people who are
21 often waking up because of a noise or some abuse of the animal -- some misbehaviour of
22 the animal. The animal is behaving. Certainly, again, we’re not condoning that that’s
23 appropriate behaviour to take it out on the animal here, but if this individual is suggesting
24 that he didn’t have any mens rea, Your Honour, he certainly was reckless, especially a
25 person, now that we have more antecedents about his education and training, Your
26 Honour. And so I’m saying when you look at a thousand-dollar fine, it doesn’t get the
27 deterrence factor out, both general and specific.
28
29 And I note, Your Honour, that all the cases since 2010 here in Edmonton on animal
30 cruelty for the same section with no injuries at all, including animals thrown against the
31 wall, they’ve run off, or else be they’re kicked and there was no injuries, they’ve gotten at
32 least 15 days in gaol actual incarceration, Your Honour. So, really, I think the issue is
33 how much gaol time. And then you have the added factor here of specific deterrence
34 being required as well. Those are my additional submissions, Your Honour.
35
36 THE COURT: All right. Thank you.
37
38 MR. EDGERTON: Nothing further.
39
40 Sentence
41
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1 THE COURT: All right. Thank you. I am ready. I thank you
2 for your submissions, and I thank you for the cases.
3
4 After trial, I convicted this offender of two counts of causing unnecessary pain to animals
5 pursuant to Section 445 (1) (a) of the Criminal Code. This was summarily, correct?
6
7 MR. LIM: That’s correct.
8
9 THE COURT: All right. This offence carries a maximum

10 sentence of 18 months and $10,000 cash, either or. And it was increased in 2008 from a
11 six-month imprisonment and a $2,000 fine, and this reflects to me the seriousness with
12 which Parliament views this offence. Parliament recognizes that animals are vulnerable.
13 They are defenceless. They play an important role in our society, and they are entitled to
14 our protection.
15
16 Now, in sentencing this offender, I am mindful that animal cruelty attracts media attention
17 and public outrage, and I am very careful not to turn this anger into vengeful treatment of
18 Mr. Sanaee. So one of the principles of sentencing is to assist an offender to become a
19 lawful abiding citizen and become a contributing member of society, and this certainly
20 wouldn’t happen if I were to give a vengeful or an unjust sentence.
21
22 I think both defence and Crown that for this type of offence, the most important
23 sentencing principles is denunciation and deterrence, both general deterrence so that other
24 members of the public who are like-minded would know what type of sentence they
25 would be facing, and specific deterrence, and in this case that is very important because
26 this accused still seems to think that using a cattle prod on a dog is appropriate.
27
28 In sentencing, I have considered the mitigating factors, that he does have a very limited
29 criminal record, that there has been some media attention which you have described as
30 vitriolic. The aggravating factors is that he held himself out as a dog whisperer, and he
31 sold his services as a trainer, and he had no training. He placed animals in situations
32 where they could be expected to be aggressive. He committed an abuse of trust, both to
33 the animals placed in his care and to their owners. He testified that a zap by a cattle prod
34 was like a wasp nibbling on your skin, not stinging, he said. Notwithstanding its minimal
35 effect, he testified he didn’t use it. I found both statements to be outright lies, and they
36 helped satisfy me that this offender has no remorse for his cruelty. He testified that he
37 knew of other non-painful methods to correct a dog’s behaviour but still chose to use the
38 cattle prod. And as I indicated, he still thinks it’s okay.
39
40 The moral blameworthiness of this offender is very high. I have reviewed the Crown’s
41 and defence cases. The defence has provided me with four. A CSO was given in two of
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1 them. One was for five months, and one was for nine. The third case involved when I
2 would describe as a pet hoarder, and it was very different from this type of situation.
3 Both cases involved a single act done in anger in rather a domestic situation. The Crown
4 provided me with 15. The sentences ranged from 90 days intermittent to 14 months, and
5 again, most cases involved a single act of cruelty either to the offender’s pet or to an
6 offender’s family’s pet. Of course, Barville, McKinnon, and Zakmunski (phonetic) are
7 very different and involved a different set of facts. Leclair Logan (phonetic) involves a
8 police dog, so they are nothing to do with what I am dealing with here.
9

10 And what none of the cases that I am dealing with here considers is the fact that this man
11 holds himself out as an animal trainer and calls himself a dog whisperer, places animals in
12 situations where they will be aggressive. His cruelty is planned. He used it to make
13 money. He used it in such a manner that some members of the public might draw the
14 conclusion that it is acceptable. Okay. I also have to be mindful of the impact statement
15 that I got from a witness who said:
16
17 I have told the story of this encounter dozens of times, and each
18 time, I am left feeling sick. Ali’s ease in being aggressive towards
19 the dogs was very unsettling. The degree of abuse towards the pit
20 bull was inconceivable. Despite having happened two years ago,
21 the thought of the incident still brings me heartbreak, and I am left
22 feeling disappointed we couldn’t offer immediate relief, yet I am
23 thankful we were able to provide them with a voice. When I think
24 of what could have been, my heart sinks.
25
26 I think having regard to all of the circumstances, I am imposing a period of incarceration.
27 I have rejected a CSO because this offender has demonstrated he will not accept rules,
28 and I am satisfied from his testimony at trial that he is not truthful. He knew that he
29 could not get a license to board dogs, and yet he did keep them overnight. He knew he
30 could only have three dogs, and yet had somewhere between 10 and 13. He entered a
31 plea before me this morning to a breach of a recognizance, a term that he have no care or
32 control over dogs, and yet admitted that on five occasions over a two and a half month
33 period, he did. Even when he entered the plea and I asked him if he had anything to say,
34 he said he didn’t understand the term. I think the term was very clear, and I think that is
35 part of his being untruthful. In order to serve a sentence in the community, an offender
36 must not be a danger of committing further offences, a danger to the public, and because
37 of his belief that what he did to these dogs was appropriate and because of his
38 untruthfulness and because of his already-demonstrated inability to follow rules, I am of
39 the opinion a CSO is not appropriate.
40
41 I am going to make a comment about the offender says that he still wants to have pets
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1 and he loves them. I cannot forget the testimony of the investigating police officer who
2 went up to the upstairs where animals were kept and said you couldn’t move without
3 stepping on feces and urine. People who love pets do not do that. People who love pets
4 do not put them in situations where they are going to be aggressive and then hit them
5 with a cattle prod.
6
7 Having regard to all of the circumstances, I am satisfied that a period of six months’
8 incarceration is appropriate. I will give you credit on a two-point -- I am sorry, 1.5 to 1
9 basis for any day that you spent in pre-trial custody. And I am going to place you on

10 probation. I do think that you need some help. And, Mr. Lim, could I see -- thank you.
11 You can call the police officer, please.
12
13 MR. LIM: Your Honour, I think in my submissions I left
14 out the no-cattle prod term that I have handwritten it in there, as it’s suggested for the
15 terms of the probation.
16
17 THE COURT: And, Madam Clerk, could you tell us how long
18 he was in custody before his release?
19
20 THE COURT CLERK: It looks like bail was paid July 25th. Let me
21 see when -- this is a replacement charge, though, so it’s really hard to see.
22
23 THE COURT: Okay. Mr. Edgerton, do you know when he
24 went into custody?
25
26 MR. EDGERTON: I don’t know the exact dates that he was in,
27 no. I know that the Information and the endorsements are a little crazy.
28
29 MR. LIM: Madam Clerk, would it assist you if I gave you
30 the original Information number? Would that --
31
32 THE COURT CLERK: I don’t think I have that one here. Is it -- I
33 have 538, ending 538.
34
35 MR. LIM: Yes.
36
37 THE COURT CLERK: That’s the one I have. And I have the recog on
38 there. $200 cash. And it shows that it was made the 25th of July.
39
40 MR. LIM: I think the original Information might be
41 actually 294.
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1
2 THE COURT CLERK: No, I don’t have that one here.
3
4 MR. LIM: That one might assist --
5
6 THE COURT CLERK: Oh, sorry. 294. That’s 1. 2941.
7
8 MR. LIM: Yes. Sorry. 2941. Yes, sorry.
9

10 THE COURT CLERK: Yes.
11
12 MR. LIM: I apologize, Your Honour. I’m just trying to
13 see if I can assist.
14
15 THE COURT: Yes. Okay. Mr. Edgerton, do you know?
16
17 THE COURT CLERK: Yes. Bail was paid -- made July 25th, 2013.
18
19 MR. EDGERTON: So that would be the 16th through the 25th? Is
20 that -- I believe the --
21
22 THE COURT: Five -- or ten days.
23
24 MR. EDGERTON: Oh, yes. It’s the 16th. Ten.
25
26 THE COURT: Okay. So I will give you credit for 15.
27
28 MR. EDGERTON: 15, yes.
29
30 THE COURT: So that will leave you five and a half months
31 left to serve. All right. Thank you. In addition, there is a victim fine surcharge of $100
32 on each. However, I am not going to give you any time to pay, and that will be satisfied
33 by your attendance here today, unless you have any objection, Mr. Lim?
34
35 MR. LIM: No, Your Honour.
36
37 THE COURT: All right. Thank you. And I am going to put
38 you on probation for a period of 18 months. And during that time, you must keep the
39 peace and be of good behaviour and appear before the Court when required to do so.
40 You will report to your supervisor within two working days of your release and thereafter
41 as required by the supervisor. You will reside at an approved residence, and you will not
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1 change that without the prior written consent of your supervisor. You will attend for
2 assessment, counseling, or treatment as the Court is now directing or as may be directed
3 by your supervisor. And I have circled psychiatric and psychological counseling. You
4 have indicated to your lawyer during the sentence that you do suffer from post-traumatic
5 stress syndrome, and I hope you can get some help with that, too. However, what
6 counseling your supervisor orders, you will take, satisfactorily complete, and provide
7 proof. You will sign a release or waiver of information as requested by your supervisor
8 so that he or she can properly supervise you.
9

10 And during the period of probation, you will not own, possess, control, or reside in any
11 residence which has pets, including but not limited to dogs, cats, and ferrets, and you will
12 not participate or be involved in any business involving pets or animals, including
13 volunteer work, businesses, or organization that’s main purpose is dealing with pets, and
14 you shall not enter any business or organization’s business which involves pets, including
15 but not limited to pet organizations, stores, pet day cares, training centres, and that you
16 will not provide or distribute any pet information, training, or directives. You are not to
17 be in possession of any cattle prods.
18
19 I am going to impose a period of five years where you cannot own or be in possession or
20 control of any pets or reside in any residence that has pets.
21
22 MR. LIM: Shall I provide this document to see whether
23 the Crown approves, if this is appropriate wording for that prohibition order?
24
25 THE COURT: All right.
26
27 MR. LIM: I’m just provide it to the Court. I have a copy
28 for my friend.
29
30 MR. EDGERTON: Yes. Thank you.
31
32 THE COURT: Okay. Madam Clerk, I have written it out
33 except for these two, so let’s put them in. And then a five-year prohibition. Okay. The
34 wording is satisfactory. So I am just going to say that in addition to not owning,
35 possessing, controlling, or residing in any residence with pets, you will have no contact or
36 be involved with any pet, including but not limited to dogs, cats, or ferrets through work,
37 businesses, societies, or organizations, hobbies, clubs, and social activities. Okay. I think
38 that is it.
39
40 MR. LIM: Actually, Your Honour, the Crown has one
41 more application. As you’ll recall, on this particular file here, there were numerous dogs.
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1 There are still some dogs in the control of the City. They’re basically living exhibits, if
2 you want to call it that here because we couldn’t -- they’re actually owned by Mr. Sanaee,
3 and so we’re asking that they, of course, at this point here, because there is a pet
4 prohibition, Your Honour, I see -- unless the Court is ordering that he wants to distribute
5 to some other friends, I’m asking -- make an application that they be forfeited to Her
6 Majesty the Convene to be distributed by the City of Edmonton or the animal care and
7 control or the Edmonton Humane Society, so adopted out or whatever such on at this
8 point here. It’s very expensive to keep them, I can tell you that, but of course, we didn’t
9 know what the position of the Court would be after until after trial. So that would be my

10 application, Your Honour, at the ending of this trial.
11
12 MR. EDGERTON: Yeah, it is difficult in that they are not exhibits
13 you can put in a box. Mr. Sanaee does -- just informed me that he can find somebody
14 who will caretake those dogs, but I don’t know how to facilitate that. It’s --
15
16 THE COURT: So what are we going to do here?
17
18 MR. EDGERTON: It’s unprecedented, I think.
19
20 MR. LIM: It is. This is all kind of new, Your Honour. I
21 would make a discussion. It’s only a suggestion to this Honourable Court and my friend.
22 If the Court wants to consider that -- if we leave it to the animal care and control or the
23 Edmonton Humane Society, they can decide who --
24
25 THE COURT: They have had these dogs since 2012?
26
27 MR. LIM: -- is appropriate. Yes. 2013.
28
29 THE COURT: ’13? Okay.
30
31 MR. LIM: And of course, there’s --
32
33 THE COURT: Well, what I am going to do is since they know
34 the dogs better now is I am going to order that they can find owners for them.
35
36 MR. LIM: All right. And if Mr. Sanaee wants to have his
37 friends apply for it, they can apply, of course.
38
39 THE COURT: Yes.
40
41 MR. LIM: Thank you. So they can, in other words, find



27

1 owners or foster them or whatever is necessary for the proper care of these animals. Is
2 that correct, Your Honour?
3
4 THE COURT: Yes.
5
6 MR. LIM: And is it all right because I know they want me
7 to deal with it right away, then I can make that phone call to them after court and let
8 them know?
9

10 MR. EDGERTON: I would ask that the Court wait until the appeal
11 period is exhausted prior to --
12
13 MR. LIM: Well, certainly --
14
15 MR. EDGERTON: -- distributing --
16
17 THE COURT: You are going to have to do that.
18
19 MR. LIM: All right. I will wait for after the 30 days, of
20 course.
21
22 THE COURT: Okay. Yes.
23
24 MR. LIM: Realizing -- just for the record here, just
25 realizing that I think the care of these animals is about 30 to $40 a day of each dog. I’m
26 just thinking if the accused is aware of that, too. That may be a factor.
27
28 THE COURT: All right. Thank you. I think we have dealt
29 with everything. Thank you for your --
30
31 THE COURT CLERK: Oh, there was an outstanding Information here
32 that wasn’t spoken to, ending 726.
33
34 MR. LIM: That -- can I just look at that really quickly?
35
36 THE COURT CLERK: Is that just to be withdrawn today?
37
38 MR. LIM: I just want to make sure it’s the
39 (INDISCERNIBLE). Yes, that is to be withdrawn, Your Honour. I thank this
40 Honourable Court.
41
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1 THE COURT: Okay. Thank you. And just carry on. I have
2 got a few things to do.
3
4
5 PROCEEDINGS CONCLUDED
6
7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
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