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Summary: The appellant was convicted by judge and jury of five sexual
offences committed against three female complainants while
they were children.

Issues:  1. Is the verdict unreasonable?
2. Did the judge err in law by:

a. failing to order separate trials?
b. unduly limiting the scope of a hypothetical

question posed to the defence expert witness?
c.  not ordering the Children’s Aid records of one of

the complainants to be produced to the defence?
d. failing to properly instruct the jury about the use of
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evidence from one count in relation to other counts
and about the use of evidence about the appellant’s
uncharged discreditable acts?

Result: Appeal dismissed.  The verdict was reasonable, the judge did
not err by failing to order separate trials or in limiting the scope
of expert evidence.  The judge did err in his instructions to the
jury by failing to warn the jury not to engage in propensity
reasoning based on evidence of the appellant’s uncharged
discreditable acts.  The judge also erred in failing to order
produced the CAS records in relation to one of the
complainants.  However, these errors assessed in combination
could not reasonably have affected the result.  
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