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The Supreme Court confirms murder convictions related to a shooting in a Mississauga 
restaurant. 

A person was shot multiple times in the washroom area of a Mississauga restaurant. Shamar Meredith and 
Thulani Chizanga were charged with first degree murder. 

Before the trial, the Crown brought a motion to have a video admitted as prior discreditable conduct evidence. 
The video footage appears to show Mr. Meredith, Mr. Chizanga and another person at a motel on the evening 
before the shooting. It shows Mr. Chizanga knocking on a motel room door while Mr. Meredith is holding an 
assault-style firearm. It is presumed that this evidence is not admissible in a criminal trial.  

The trial judge decided that the video was admissible. After the written ruling was released and before the video 
was played for the jury, Mr. Meredith and Mr. Chizanga brought a motion to have the trial judge reconsider his 
decision on the prior discreditable conduct motion, which was dismissed. Both men were eventually found guilty 
of second degree murder by a jury. Mr. Meredith was sentenced to imprisonment for life and 16 years without 
eligibility for parole. Mr. Chizanga was sentenced to imprisonment for life and 12 years without eligibility for 
parole. 

Mr. Meredith and Mr. Chizanga appealed their convictions raising, among other grounds of appeal, that the trial 
judge erred in admitting the video as evidence of prior discreditable conduct. They also said that the trial judge 
had failed to properly instruct the jury on the permissible use of such evidence.  

A majority of the judges of the Court of Appeal for Ontario panel dismissed the appeals. They found that the trial 
judge applied the correct legal test in deciding to admit the video, and that his assessment of the probative value 
and prejudicial effect of the video was reasonable. Further, they found that the trial judge correctly instructed the 
jury on the permitted and prohibited uses of the video.  

A dissenting judge at the Court of Appeal for Ontario would have allowed the appeal and directed a new trial on 
the charges of second degree murder. 

The Supreme Court dismissed the appeals. 

As such, the convictions for second degree murder are affirmed.  

Justice Rowe read the judgment of a majority of the Court. You can watch a recording of it here.  

A print version of the judgment that was read out will be available here once finalized. 
 

Breakdown of the decision: A majority of the Court dismissed the appeals (Justices Martin, Jamal and 
O’Bonsawin) | In dissent, Justices Rowe and Moreau would have allowed the appeals and ordered a new trial. 
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