Publisher’s Note

From Your Library:

2017 — Release 2

&
________________________________

Previous release was 2017-1

&
________________________________
&
________________________________
&
________________________________
&

Neuberger

Assessing Dangerousness
___________________
This release features updates to the case law and commentary in Chapters 2
(Dangerousness and Risk Prediction in Dangerous Offender Hearings), 3
(Preliminary Considerations), 4 (The Dangerous Offender Regime), and 10
(The 2008 Amendments).
Case Highlights
.

The Dangerous Offender Regime — Making a Dangerous Offender
Application — Violent Offences — “Serious Personal Injury Offence” —
The accused pleaded guilty to criminal harassment, several counts of uttering
death threats, and several counts of breaching the terms of his probation. The
Crown sought a dangerous offender designation and indeterminate sentence. The
Court agreed on the issue of his designation but held “[b]y the thinnest of
margins” that a sentence of four years (minus available pre-trial detention)
followed by a maximum LTSO would provide a reasonable expectation of public
protection: R. v. Francis, [2017] O.J. No. 2482 (Ont. Ct. Jus.).

.

The Dangerous Offender Regime — Making a Dangerous Offender
Application — Violent Offences — Threat — The accused was convicted
of aggravated assault and assault with a weapon. The Crown sought a dangerous
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offender designation, relying on an earlier conviction in 2004 of aggravated
assault to assert that the statutory requirement of a “pattern of behavior” had
been met. The trial judge agreed, and Mr. Walsh was designated a dangerous
offender and given an indeterminate sentence. On appeal the Court acknowledged that two convictions including the predicate offence can constitute a
pattern within the meaning of the section, but held that where only two offences
are considered the conduct must be “remarkably similar”. The Court held that
this requirement had not been met: R. v. Walsh, [2017] B.C.J. No. 985
(B.C.C.A.).
ProView Access and Westlaw Federated Search

Did you know that this title is available through your web browser on
Thomson Reuters ProViewTM, or can be downloaded to your desktop,
laptop or tablet giving you the freedom and flexibility to work wherever and
whenever you want, with or without an Internet connection? Access to this
title on the ProView platform is included with your print subscription.
With this title and its Publisher’s Note now available on ProView, you will
also notice that only one version of the Publisher’s Note will be included with
your print release going forward. We trust you will find these changes and
enhancements beneficial as our products continue to evolve to meet your
research and workflow implementation needs. Also, a reminder that an
electronic version of all of the most recent Publisher’s Notes for each
publication is available at http://www.carswell.com/products/elooseleafspublishers-notes/.
PLUS we’re delighted to announce that effective late April 2017, researchers
with a WestlawNext1 Canada subscription can do a single search in
WestlawNext Canada, which also simultaneously searches the supplemented
titles that are currently on ProView.
This collection of content will now be called eLooseleafs on ProView
(formerly the eReference Library on ProView). Relevant eLooseleaf titles
will be displayed in the WestlawNext Canada results list and search results
can be accessed by linking directly from the list of search results in
WestlawNext Canada to ProView. Subscriptions to the individual titles will
be required in order to access the content on ProView.
This new Federated search will streamline your research and help you to
easily access relevant, authoritative content across platforms.
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