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Controlled substances under the Canadian Federal Controlled Drugs and Substances Act are substances that the public and civilians in general need not to possess (Asch, 2014). The Office of Controlled Substances (OCS) is working in close collaboration with Canada and other Stakeholders internationally from the private and public sectors to ensure that the controlled substances purely remain in legal distribution channels. The segments ensure that the controlled substances remain in valid commercial, medical, scientific activities and legal distribution channels thence avoiding interference, whatsoever. In Canada, the controlled substances include but are not limited to; narcotic analgesics (Tylenol 3® and OxyNEO™) and the non-narcotic methylphenidate (Ritalin®, barbiturates and benzodiazepines). In Canada; possession is proven through direct and circumstantial shreds of evidence that are logical. 
Notably, in the state, the actual proof of possession of an illegal substance that may lead one to conviction is critically established concerning the definite evidence that is presented before the court, analyzed as a whole (Broséus, 2016). In other words, proof of possession cannot only be established by having a glance at the evidence presented individually but through a critical and in-depth application of critical thinking. It is prudent to note that the onus authentically remains throughout with the Crown. The Crown creates an evidential onus or a prima facie case critically in the cases where the evidence practically “cries out for a clear explanation by the accused person.” 
 	   In Canada during criminal trial, the Crown should present maximum evidence that in this case will tend to establish the actual offense that is charged, in a critical manner. Therefore, each offense concerning the Criminal Code is mostly broken down and reduced into real “elements.” The elements comprise the exact crime. Subsequently, each item has to be proven beyond reasonable doubt before the court and judges authentically consider making a guilty verdict thence leading to a conviction of the suspect. 
   	 The Crown needs the element of consent to prove the guilty extent of the accused person thence leading to a conviction. The component of approval requires that the accused person has to consent and have full knowledge of the existence of the actual substance. The crown has to ascertain that the accused person, for instance, has spent time purely maintaining and keeping the real substance while considering the various ways in which they can traffic the substance. It is circumspective to note that in Canada, for an individual to be convicted due to possession of a controlled substance for the actual purpose of trafficking, the crown has to ascertain the various categories of ownership thence convictions made, courtesy of the real possession interpretation (Khenti, 2014). First, there is Personal/ Actual Possession. In this case, personal possession purely authenticates that the accused person has the obligation and must be aware that she or he has actual physical custody of the specific substance in question (Fischer, 2015). Also, the accused person has to be informed, having full knowledge of what the substance is. In this case, both elements must exist co-currently with the control act (outside of public duty). 
  	  Moreover, Control element is quite critical for the Crown to prove conviction for possession of controlled substances by the accused persons, for sole purposes of trafficking. The Control element is factually established under the obligations of showing and proving that the accused person has an intention to exercise control authentically. On the same note, the Crown can ascertain to the accused person that they are totally in possession of the exact area that the particular substance(s) was found being stored. In this scenario, Control element mandates the Crown to critically prove that the accused person(s) has control over the stipulated area that the substance was found. For example, through a Trier-of-fact, a conclusion is reached by the Crown that someone or the individual living in the original premises in which bhang or marijuana is openly located is in a tentative position of control. This is ascertained when the location of the plant is the accused person’s piece of land, thence a form of control exercise by the accused person.  In this case, Constructive possession stipulates that the Crown needs to obtain a conviction for actual possession of a controlled substance for trafficking. In this case, constructive possession requires that the accused person has to have enough knowledge of the alleged item, actual consent or intent to have possession of the acclaimed object, and finally; control over the particular substance. In other words, the Crown must prove knowledge that at this juncture extends beyond “quiescent knowledge” that authentically discloses the degree of control of the actual item; in accordance to the country law. Constructive possession encompasses the conviction of the accused person regardless of the obtained controlled substances belonging to a third party. 
 	   Besides, in cases of constructive possession of drugs and substances that are found in a house or suite conviction is established under the proposition of whoever the property belongs to. In this case, the accused person is presumed by the crown that they have full knowledge of the substance obtained thence leading to a conviction. Even in the circumstances whereby the accused person does not have exclusive mandate and control over the property (house or suite), the individual still is under the establishments of joint possession of the substance.
 	   On the other hand, Joint Possession prompts the Crown needs to obtain a conviction for actual possession of a controlled substance for trafficking. Joint possession prudently accounts to the form of possession whereby multiple people are deemed to be in actual custody or possession of the substance. In this case, the crown has to ascertain that the accused person has full knowledge and consent of the substance. Equally, the Crown has to prove and provide a full view of the degree or extent to which the particular substance is controlled. 
    	According to Canadian law, trafficking includes selling, administering, transporting and delivering of an unauthorized substance (Broséus, 2016). In this case, traffic requires that only the Crown proves the intent of the accused person making an offer for the substances. It is not necessary for the crown at this juncture to determine that the accused person had drugs themselves at the time or even capable of fulfilling the selling request. On the same note, the Crown must convict the accused person in cases whereby the individual tests positive of using the actual illegal drugs or substances that they have been proved to have. Honestly, it is quite clear to note that individuals who involve in drug and substance trafficking for relatively long; obtain wealth and unexplained richness. In this case, the Crown can prove that the accused person is guilty when they are unable to explain the actual source of their richness. 
   	 In conclusion, Canada is a country that is governed by strict adherence to the rule of law. Every civilian has the mandate to work and conduct themselves per the rule of law. Globally, substance trafficking is highly condemned thence people have to cease from engaging in such practices that may tentatively lead to lifetime sentencing. The Crown has the full mandate to ensure that individuals who participate suspiciously in any manner with the controlled substances; are brought to justice considering the available concrete evidence. Above all; in order to protect the accused persons, the law stipulates that they are innocent until proved guilty (Maxwell, 2015). 
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