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PUBLISHERS OF THIS CASE PLEASE TAKE NOTE THAT s. 110(1) and
s. 111(1) OF THE YOUTH CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT, S.C. 2002, c. 1
APPLIES AND MAY REQUIRE EDITING OF THIS JUDGMENT OR ITS
HEADING BEFORE PUBLICATION.
110. (1) – Identity of offender not to be published – Subject to this section, no
person shall publish the name of a young person, or any other information related
to a young person, if it would identify the young person as a young person dealt
with under this Act.
111. (1) – Identity of victim or witness not to be published – Subject to this
section, no person shall publish the name of a child or young person, or any other
information related to a child or a young person, if it would identify the child or
young person as having been a victim of, or as having appeared as a witness in
connection with, an offence committed or alleged to have been committed by a
young person.
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By the Court (orally):
[1] At the conclusion of trial in the Provincial court, the appellant was convicted
of aggravated assault. He was subsequently sentenced to a period of incarceration
of two years less a day, with credit for remand time. He appeals both conviction
and sentence.
[2] With respect to his conviction, the appellant advances numerous grounds of
appeal, alleging the trial judge made various errors of law. After reviewing the
record, and hearing from the parties, we are satisfied that the appellant’s
complaints lie with the trial judge’s findings of fact.
[3] Having considered the trial judge’s reasons, we see no error of law on his
part. The factual findings made were available to him on the evidence, and his
credibility assessment in particular was entirely reasonable on the record. There
being no basis for a claim of unreasonable verdict, the trial judge’s factual
conclusions are entitled to deference. The appeal of conviction is dismissed.
[4] With respect to sentence, we grant leave to appeal, but dismiss the appeal.
There is no reason to interfere with the sentence imposed, nor do we find error
with the trial judge’s treatment of remand credit.
[5]

For the reasons above, the appeal is dismissed.

Fichaud, J.A.

Beveridge, J.A.

Bourgeois, J.A.

