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CML 3157 

Forensic Science and Criminal Law 
Final Paper Question 

 
NOTE: ALL PAPERS ARE DUE ON THE LAST DAY OF EXAMS AND MUST BE FILED 

WITH THE SECRETARIAT AT THE LAW SCHOOL 
 
 
1.0 The Facts 
 
On December 2, 2013 the Ottawa Police received a 911 call. The caller, who did not 
provide a name, indicated that they had just heard what sounded like a gunshot at 
101 Downtown Street and then saw a man fleeing from the home. The caller 
indicated that the man was not wearing a shirt or shoes and appeared to have a gun 
in his hand. 
 
The police attended that address. When they arrived they found the front door open. 
They entered the home and began a search. They noted bloodstains on the floor and 
walls in the living room; as they continued to search the house they found blood 
drops in the hallway leading to the bedroom. In the bedroom they found more blood 
staining on the door and wall immediately beside the door and also noted smeared 
blood on the floor leading to the bed. Chissle was lying on the bed on his back; he 
was unconscious. His arms were crossed as if he were lying in a casket. Chissle was 
rushed to the hospital.  
 
A subsequent examination of the house by forensic identification officers led to the 
recovery of a projectile in the wall by the front door. The projectile was lodged in 
the wall. It was removed. It was in pristine condition.  
 
As other officers arrived on scene they began to search for the assailant. Shortly 
after the search began the police located a male walking down the street.  He had no 
shirt or shoes on; he appeared disoriented and was rambling. He was not carrying 
anything in his hands. The police approached him. He was covered in blood; he had 
blood smeared on his hands, there was blood spatter on his chest and pants and 
blood drops on his feet. He was immediately placed under arrest. He was identified 
as John Knox.  
 
At the time of his arrest Knox was rambling, somewhat incoherently. However, 
officers did note that he uttered the following: “he is coming, he will get you if you 
don’t do his bidding”; “do not touch me, you cannot touch me, he will make you pay”. 
When officers advised him of his right to counsel, pursuant to section 10(b) of the 
Charter, he replied “lawyers do the work of the devil”. He refused to call a lawyer. 
The officers also noted he continually identified himself as “Charlie Brown”. 
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At the station Knox gave a videotaped statement. He continued to identify himself as 
“Charlie Brown” and insisted that he had nothing to do with the beating of Chissle; 
he did, however, admit he was present and he denied anyone else was present.   
 
Chissle survived. He had been beaten badly. It appeared he had been struck 
repeatedly with a blunt object. He had extensive bruising about his face and chest, 
he had minor cuts and slashes around his face and hands; he had two broken ribs 
and a skull fracture. 
 
After Chissle recovered he provided a statement to the police. His statement 
included the following: 
 

- He was at home alone when he heard a knock on his front door. 
- He answered the door and recognized the male at the door as a neighbour 

from down the street named John Knox. He knew Knox from the 
neighbourhood and they had gone to the same high school. 

- Knox suddenly pulled out a gun, said “I’m sorry” and fired at him. Chissle was 
not hit. Knox pulled the trigger a second time and nothing happened. 

- Chissle ran to the living room. Knox chased him and then attacked him in 
living room, beating him about the face with the gun. 

- Chissle was able to get up and ran from the living room. 
- He remembers being hit in the back of the head as he ran out of the living 

room; the next thing he remembers was waking up in the hospital. 
- Chissle indicated he is quite familiar with guns and believes that the gun used 

by Knox was a Sig Sauer, semi-automatic; a firearm he said is used by several 
police forces. 

- Chissle said that he and Knox had never had any issues or disagreements in 
the past. 

  
The weapon used by Knox was never recovered.  
 
The pants worn by Knox were swabbed – a DNA profile was obtained from the blood 
on his pants. That DNA profile was later matched to the DNA profile of Chissle.  
 
Knox was charged with attempt murder. 
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2.0 The Question 
 
You are an articling student working for the defence lawyer who has been retained 
by Knox to represent him on the attempt murder charge.  
 
In 20 pages maximum (1.5 spacing, 12 font) discuss the following: 
 

PART ONE [worth 50%]: 
(i) Identify two forensic experts that the Crown will likely call as witnesses. 

[NOTE: (i) the experts must be ones who presented during one of 
the last six lectures; (ii) identity has been conceded by the 
defence; and (iii) do not include psychiatry in your answer to 
PART ONE as it is the focus of PART TWO]. 

 
(ii) Identify and discuss the legal issues that these experts could address. 

 
(iii) How should defence counsel address the anticipated evidence of each 

expert? 
 

PART TWO [worth 50%]: 
(iv) The defence wants to explore how any psychiatric condition that Knox 

may be suffering from may impact on his legal culpability. In responding 
to this question consider and discuss the legal issues to which his 
psychiatric condition might be relevant. Your answer should include, but 
not be limited to, discussing (a) any relevant Criminal Code sections; (b) 
any relevant cases; and (c) the consequences or outcome of raising his 
psychiatric condition in each of the legal issues you have identified.  

 
 


