


Court throws out improperly prepared Montreal traffic ticket

Montreal Municipal Court judge Nicolas Rousseau basically threw out a traffic ticket offence because the ticket was not filled out properly by authorities.
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Montreal Municipal Court judge Nicolas Rousseau basically threw out a traffic ticket offence because the ticket was not filled out properly by authorities.
The specific traffic offence is not specified in the court document.
The judgment says the City of Montreal did not prove that the ticket was legally served on the driver.
"No one is able to determine by what mode the document that begins the proceedings was effected," the ruling says.
The case goes back to Dec. 14, 2024, when an individual identified as Jasmeet Singh was supposed to have been ticketed for violating a provision of Quebec's Highway Code. Singh did not appear at an Aug. 17, 2026 hearing on the case.
The hearing proceeded with the city's lawyer just submitting as evidence the ticket and a police report.
That's when the problem for the city began.
The judge discovered that the "service" part of the ticket submitted to him was not filled out — more specifically, the ticket did not include information about how the ticket was given to the driver, who delivered the ticket, and the date and time of the delivery.
The judge pointed out that according to Quebec law, a traffic case can only officially proceed when a ticket is properly served on the alleged offender. The document is not just a statement of offence, but must also contain information about legalities, how to plead guilty or not guilty, deadlines, ways to pay the ticket, and what takes place if deadlines are missed.
"A statement of offence is much more than the mere material communication of a charge," the ruling says. "Through its warnings and the information it contains, it is the true legal user’s guide handed to the citizen in order to defend himself."
The legal information listed in the infraction "rebalances the relationship of power between public prosecutors and litigants, who are often laypersons in law."
The judge rejected the city's argument that as the motorist pleased not guilty, through a notice that the court hearing was taking place, he knew about the charge against him. He ruled that the ticket must be properly served with all of the relevant information included.
The judge determined that because of the incomplete ticket, the driver was never officially notified of the legal proceedings.
While the judge ultimately ruled that his court had no jurisdiction to hear the case, it was basically thrown out because the one-year limit had already passed to proceed with a proper prosecution. Also the ticket cannot be re-served on the alleged offender.
The case established that prosecutors have to follow the exact process to notify alleged offenders, no matter how minor the case.






