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Summary: The appellant appealed his conviction for assault, assault
causing bodily harm, two utterances of a death threat and two
breaches of a probation order, and sought leave to appeal his
sentence of sixteen months in custody and two years probation. 
The case before the trial judge was essentially one of
credibility.  The appellant denied the allegations and presented
alibi evidence. 

Issues: Did the judge appropriately apply the test in R. v. W.(D.),
[1991] S.C.R. 742 in determining issues of credibility?

Did he err in law by failing to give adequate reasons for
convicting the appellant?

Was his verdict unreasonable?
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Did he fail to impose a sentence in accordance with the
sentencing guidelines?

Result: Leave to appeal sentence granted, but appeals against
conviction and against sentence dismissed.  The trial judge
followed the process set out in R. v. W.(D.).  His reasons for his
verdict are intelligible, met the functional test set out in the
jurisprudence, and did not deprive the appellant of meaningful
appellate review.  The verdict the trial judge reached was not an
unreasonable one.  Nor was the sentence he imposed
demonstrably unfit or clearly unreasonable.
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